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NOTICE. 
Law ALMANACK, 1865. 
Our Subscribers will receive, with the *‘ Solicitors’ Journal” 
k@ for December 24, the Almanack for the New Year. 
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LONDON, DECEMBER 10, 1864. 
——~>—--- - 

WE ARE REQUESTED TO STATE that the case of the 
Bishop of Natal will not come before the Privy Council 
till Wednesday, the 14th instant, instead of (as already 
announced) Monday, the 12th. 





THE GENERAL ORDER IN Bankruptcy, whose anti- 
cipated advent we announced lately,* has been issued, and 
will be found elsewhere in our columns this week. It 
affects very materially the practice in pauper adju- 
dications. 


THE CASE OF Blake v. Stevens, tried before the Lord 
Chief Justice, in the Cowt of Queen’s Bench, on Satur- 
day last (a report of which appears in another column), 
will be read with interest by the profession. 

It will be seen that in two passages in the last edition 
of Pulling’s “ Law of Attorneys,” published by Messrs. 
Stevens, the case of Re Blake, 30 L. J. Q. B. 33, is re- 
ferred to as illustrating the law and practice as to 
striking an attorney off the rolls for misconduct, and a 
note of the case, p. 466 of Serjeant Pulling’s book, after 

iving very shortly the substance of the case, imme- 

iately states the order of the Court to be, that the at- 
torney should be struck off the rolls, On referring to the 
report in the Law Journal, it is apparent that, though 
the case bears out everything else that is said of it in 
Serjeant Pulling’s book, there was a variance as to the 
judgment of the Court, material to the plaintiff, though 
scarcely so for the purposes of citation, the real sentence 
being that the attorney should be suspended from 
practice for two years. In the action tried on Saturday, 
the plaintiff, alleging himself to be the attorney referred 
to in the book, claimed damages for this inaccuracy; 
and it will be seen that, subject to the decision of the 
Court upon some points of law, the jury assessed the 
damages at £100. 

Now, if juries are to give damages of this sort for 
such mere accidental inaccuracies as that complained 
of, it will go far to deter authors from the publica- 
tion of legal works in future. 
text-book is compelled to cite every case which has 
any bearing on the subject of which he treats, or 
his work will be adjudged defective. In the work now 
in question, bs Soap of 2,000 reported cases are re- 
ferred to. Looking to the frailty of human nature, and 
remembering how prone we all are to make mistakes, it 
is practically impossible to secure minute accuracy in the 
summary of every case cited, particularly as to matters 
beside the main question tvebrat The observations of 
Chief Justice Cockburn happily leave little doubt on 
this. The error had been rectified the moment it was 
pointed out; and we may gather from the observations of 
the learned judge, that, had the defendants at once in- 
formed the plaintiff of this, and offered an apology, 
there would have been no case for damages; but, instead 
of adopting this prudent and conciliatory course, the 
charaeter of the plaintiff was attacked in court, which 
was, in effect, a reiteration of the cause of complaint, 
and it is upon this ground alone that the jury 
can have justified their adopting the course they 
did. “A fault confessed is a new virtue added to a 
man.” The defendants should not have hesitated to 
offer an apology, and thus have eut the ground from 
under the plaintiffs feet; and if he had pursued his 
action after that, he would have been amenable to the 
observation that his action was brought for the purpose 
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of costs, to which no prudent man would leave himself 
open. It is a pity that Serjeant Pulling did not see 
that this graceful act had been duly performed: had he 
done so, we cannot permit ourselves to doubt that the 
action would have failed. As the matter stands, we can 
hardly view Blake v. Stevens as an authority for the 
proposition that the author or publisher of a legal 
text-book would be subject to damages for an error of 
pure inadvertence, corrected as soon as discovered. 


THE CASE OF Rooth v. Downs, which was tried this day 
week before Mr. Justice Shee, seems likely to give rise 
to a nice point with reference to the authority of counsel 
over a cause, only second in importance to that raised in 
the celebrated case of Srinfen v. Swinfen. It appears 
that this case was regularly heard out, and the jury, hav- 
ing been duly charged, retired. While they were deli- 
berating on their verdict, the parties came to an agree- 
ment, and it was arranged that a juror should be with- 
drawn upon certain specified terms. 

The agreement between the plaintiff and defendant 
was accordingly put into writing by Mr. J. P. Murphy, 
the junior counsel for the defendant, on the back of his 
brief, and then read over and signed by Mr. Gibbons, 
the junior counsel for the plaintiff. Mz. Gibbons there- 
upon proceeded to copy what was intended to be the 
same agreement on the back of his brief,and the copy so 
made was then read over to Mr. Murphy, who, however, 
refused to sign it, upon the ground that the terms were 
not the same as those already signed by Mr. Gibbons. 
Mr. Gibbons thereupon gave notice that he withdrew 
altogether from the agreement. The jury soon after- 
wards returned into court with a verdict for the plaintiff ; 
and Mr. Murphy protested against the verdict being re- 
corded. The learned judge had left the court, and the 
officer made a memorandum of the protest, but felt it his 
duty to record the verdict. 

Mr. Murphy, under these circumstances, applied to his 
lordship to stay execution. 

Mr. Justice Shee at once assented, and expressed an 
opinion that the agreement would yet be carried into 
effect. 

The case will, we think, probably be found to turn 
on the question of fact, “were the terms copied on the 
back of the brief of the plaintiff’s counsel, and tendered 
to the defendant for signature, substantially different 
from those agreed upon and signed on behalf of the 
plaintiff?” : 

Assuming that they were not so, the question of 
counsel’s authority will be raised in a new form—i. e., 
whether Mr. Murphy’s act, in refusing to sign what, on 
this hypothesis, had been agreed to between the parties, 
was suflicient to set the whole matter loose again, so as 
to give the plaintiff a right to rely upon his verdict. 

Of course, if it turns out that the agreement was 
erroneously copied for Mr. Murphy’s signature, his re- 
fusal to sign such erroneous copy can have no effect for 
the benefit of the plaintiff, and, on that view of the case, 
no point of any importance would arise; but the other 
is, so far as we know, a new point, and we shall await 
with interest its determination. 

We GIVE, IN ANOTHER COLUMN, the evidence (hear- 
say of hearsay) on which Miss Longworth desires to re- 
open the discussion which appeared to be closed by the 
judgment of the House of Lords, She surely cannot 
expect that any tribunal (at any rate, any tribunal such 
as the House of Lords, composed of judges accustomed 
to the English law of evidence) will receive, as evidence 
of statements made by Major Yelverton, Mr. Campbell’s 
account of Sarah Mallins’ account of Frederick Yelver- 
ton’s account of the defender’s statements to him ; still 
less, Mr. Biggs’s view of the effect of Frederick Yelverton’s 
notions of Scotch law. The most remarkable thing in 
the whole matter, as it seems to us, is, that the Court of 
Session have thought it necessary to reserve judgment. 

“ THERE IS SCARCELY ANY SUBJECT on which so much 
nonsense has been spoken and written as ‘tenant right.’” 
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Such is the opinion of “An Ulster Landlord,” who has 
written a most temperate and important letter to the 
Times, in answer to Judge Longfield’s address, of which 
we have already given the substance. Such is also the 
opinion, we believe, of almost every Ulster-iman in being 
—of everyone, that is to say, who has any practical ac- 
quaintance with the question, We believe that not 
twenty of the theorists who speak, and write, and intro- 
duce Acts of Parliament to regulate the dealings between 
Jandlord and tenant in Ireland, know anything of the 
actual working of the system which they desire to ape, or 
tinker, as the case may be. 

We do not think it necessary here to go at length into 
the actually existing practice in Ulster. Whatever its 
merits or demerits, it is scarcely matter of interest to 
the readers of this Journal ; but it is of the highest mo- 
ment to everyone connected with or interested in the 
law of this country, to prevent, if it be possible, excep- 
tional legislation regarding particular classes in particu- 
lar localities, in a manner not affecting other matters in 
pari materia. On this point we entirely agree with the 
observations of the * Ulster Landlord ?’— 

Why is the law to step in and regulate transactions in re- 
spect to the hiring and letting of land, when it is not had re- 
course to in other matters of dealing between man and man? 
It is on this point also that I presume to differ from the 
learned judge if he holds that there is ‘‘ any class of improve- 
ments which a tenant should be allowed to make at the cost 
of his landlord.” It is not allowed now, and it ought not, 
as | submit, to be allowed hereafter. When a law is passed 
which affects the letting, the sale of land is at the same time 
affected. There are few who would propose such a measure 
directly, for all admit that legislation is bad which interferes 
with or restrains the transfer of property. 

We are especially sorry to see the learned judge lend 
the undoubtedly great weight of his name to a pro- 
position which has been repeatedly brought under the 
notice of Parliament and the public by successive cham- 
pions of “tenant right,” and as yet, we rejoice to say, 
with unvarying illsuecess. We mean the modest pro- 
posal that every occupying tenant is to be entitled to 
convert himself into a mortgagee of his own farm, not 
only without the owner’s assent, but in defiance of his 
express dissent. A more sweeping measure of con- 
fiscation has seldom been proposed, and yet, such is the 
power of a dominant idea, none of the tenant-right 
leaders seem to have been alive to the enormity of the 
demand. Parliament has, however, even where tem- 
porarily entertaining with favour the general question, 
uniformly and unnistakably seouted the notion of 
allowing one man “ to improve another out of his estate.” 
On this subject, again, let us hear the “ Ulster Land- 
lord:”— 

Under what circumstances is it that a tenant should be 
allowed to make improvements ‘at the cost of his land- 
Jord? If he has a lease, the covenants, whatever they may 
be, are binding. If he is tenant at will, he knows his 
tenancy may be made to cease at the end of a year; and, 
having a tenure so precarious, he should at least ask for and 
obtain his landlord’s consent before he incurs the expense 
of the improvements, If the expense is incurred ‘nvito 
domino, it would be unreasonable to make dominus pay. 
But it cannot be said that the tenant has, or ought to have, 
aright either legally or morally to demand compensation 
for any outlay he may have made. It was voluntary, and 
for his own advantage, not for that of his landlord. “But a 
landlord who acts honestly, although he is not under legal 
obligation, on resuming his land, whether on the lapse of 
a lease or otherwise, should compensate the tenant for any 
improvement he may have made, by which the letting 
value of his property has been augmented. This, [ appre- 
hend, is the general usage in this country. But if it was 
rendered compulsory to defray the cost of unauthorized 
improvements, it may be doubted whether the condition of 
tenants would not become more wretched. Landlords 
would refrain as much as possible from letting. They 
would cultivate their lands by means of under-agents and 
bailitis; or if they did let to farm, stringent and havassing 
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To this the friends of tenant-right reply, or some of 
them at least have done so, “ The law must invalidate all 
special contracts excluding this right;” in other words, 
“must bind the tenant not to agree to a stipulation not 
to improve, and set him free from his contract if he 
have so agreed” —a proposal so startlingly absurd as to 
require nothing more than to be stated. The true 
remedy for the Irish land question, and every other 
similar difficulty, lies not in the application of any em- 
pirical specifie to the case, but in the abolition of all 
exceptional legislation whatever, thus bringing the whole 
kingdom under one law, and putting an end to a class 
of agitation which can only fos for success by the 
votes of those Members (in this case the large majority), 
who are neither acquainted with the merits of the sub- 
ject, nor affected by the proposed alteration of the law. 


On Tuespay Last, for the first time in the history of 

the corporation, a Parsee gentleman applied to the Court 
of Aldermen for permission to practise the profession of 
a broker in the city of London. The applicant was 
3urzorgee Dorabjee Burzorjee, and he nike to be ad- 
mitted to act as a general produce broker. A number 
of gentlemen of repute in the city had certified to his 
great respectability, and he had complied with all the 
requisite formalities. The Court, recognizing the ap- 
plicant as a subject of her Majesty in India, gave the 
requisite permission with every mark of respect. 

Iv 18 SAID that, in the event of Mr. Williains’s retire- 
ment from the representation of the borough of Lam- 
beth, Mr. J. Hinde Palmer, Q.C., is to be invited to 
become a candidate. His father-in-law, the late Mr. 
Tennyson D’Eyncouwt, represented that borough for 
many years, from the time of its first enfranchisement. 

On SaruRDAY AFTERNOON, Mr. Justice Mellor, who 
is a native of Leicester, opened the commission in that 
town forthe ensuing assizes, On the occasion, which 
was the first visit of his lordship in his official capacity 
to Leicester, an address was presented, signed by the 
Mayor on behalf of the corporation, and by Mr. Samuel 
Berridge as president of the Leicester Law Society, ex- 
pressing the congratulations and good wishes of the 
townspeople. The reading of the address was followed 
by loud cheers. Mr. Justice Mellor replied in an 
eloquent speech. 


DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT WITH CREDITORS. 

Few measures of law reform have excited greater ex- 
pectations than the Bankruptey Act of 1861, and few 
have failed so thoroughly to satisfy the expectations 
raised. “If it be true,” said Lord Justice Knight Bruce, 
in the case of Lw purte Godden, Re Shettle, 32 L. J. 
Bkey. 87, 11 W. R. 158, “that a hope has recently been 
expressed by one of the learned judges of the courts at 
Westminster for a legislative revision of this Act, I join 
in that hope; nor will the revision, I trust, be narrow in 
its range, or long delayed.” Since these words were 
uttered, there is scarcely a judge on the bench who has 
not joined in the expression of this hope, and in condem- 
nation of some one or other of the provisions of the Act. 
And no one of those provisions has caused more embar- 
rassment to practitioners in both branches of the profes- 
sion, or been more productive of litigation, than section 
192 and the following sections, relating to deeds of 
composition and arrangement. During the last two years, 
more than thirty decisions have been pronounced upon 
points arising under section 192; and although much 
confusion and doubt must still for a time prevail, certain 
principles may fairly be said to be established as the 
result of this judicial sifting. It may not be amiss, 
therefore, at the commencement of another legal year, to 
take a review of the cases which have been decided upon 
this branch of the law, and to attempt so to arrange and 
classify them as to assist those who may haye to frame or 
advise upon deeds of arrangement. 

Three main principles have been more or less firmly 
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established by the long line of cases which we shall have 
to consider. These are—First: A deed of arrangement 
under section 192 need not contain a cessio bonorum;— 
secondly: Every deed of arrangement must be for the 
equal benefit of all the creditors, and that it is so must 
appear on the face of the deed itself;—ihirdly: A deed 
will be pronounced invalid which contains any provisions 
so unreasonable that, in the opinion of the Court, a dis- 
sentient creditor ought not to be bound by them. Many 
subordinate points have been settled by the Courts, to which 
we shall hereafter refer—more especially with regard tothe 
mode in which a deed may be used for the protection of 
the debtor, and to the cases in which it may be set up by 
plea as defence to an action; but we shall first direct 
attention of the authorities by which the three main 
principles above-mentioned have been established. 

[.-—A deed of arrangement under section 192 need not 
contain a cessio bonovum. 

This point is now established by the decision of the 
Exchequer Chamber in the case of Clapham vy. Atkinson, 
12 W. R. 1062, and that of the Lord Chancellor in Lv 
parte Cockburn, Re Smith, 12 W. R. 184. As, however, 
those decisions are open to review by the highest tribunal, 
it may still be well to examine the previous cases in 
which the point was raised and the opinions there ex- 
pressed upon it. 

The notion that a cessio bonorum was essential toa 
deed of arrangement binding on dissentient creditors, was 
first started in the case of Drew v. Collins, 6 Exch. 670, 
upon the construction of section 224 of the Bankrupt 
Act, 1849, which contains provisions analogous to those 
of section 192 of the present Act. In that case the Court 
of Exchequer held that no deed of arrangement was 
within the purview of section 224 which did not provide 
for the distribution of the whole of the debtor's property 
amongst his creditors. ‘The same question shortly after- 
wards came before the Court of Queen’s Bench in the case 
of Tetley v. Taylor, 1 EB. & B. 521. The defendant there 
set up by way of defence a deed of composition, whereby 
the requisite majority of his creditors agreed to accept 
seven shillings and sixpence in the pound on their respec- 
tive debts, the payment of such composition being gua- 
ranteed by two sureties.. And in an elaborate considered 
judgment, Lord Campbell expressed his dissent from the 
view taken by the Court of Exchequer, and gave judg- 
ment for the defendant. This decision was, however, 
reversed on appeal by the Exchequer Chamber, who 
unanimously atlirmed the construction put upon section 
224 by the Court of Exchequer (7itley v. Zaylor, 1 BL & B. 
The case of Vetley v. Taylor has heen followed in 
numerous subsequent cases (see Fisher v. Bell, 12 C. B. 
363; Bloomer v. Darke, 2 C. BL N.S. 105; and Maenaught 
v. Russell, 1 H. & N. 611); and so far has the principle 
decided by it heen carried, that a deed has been held void 
as against a dissenting creditor, which, although convey- 
ing the whole of the debtor's estate to trustees for distri- 
bution, empowered them to return to the debtor “such 
part of his household furniture and effects, not exceeding 
in value £20, as they might deem expedient” (Cooper v. 
Thornton, 1 BE. & B. 544). A deed, too, which excepted 
only the wearing apparel of the debtor and his family, 
was, on the same grounds, held bad (March v. Warivich, 
1 H.& N. 158); and even one which provided for the dis- 
tribution of the debtor’s estate as if he had become bank- 
rupt on a certain day, was declared invalid, because, by 
the Bankrupt Act, a bankrupt is entitled to retain certain 
excepted articles (Snoden v. Boyce, 4 H. & N. 391). The 
point we are now considering was raised and much dis- 
cussed in the House of Lords in Larpent v. Bibby, 5 
Ho. of Lds. Cas, 481, but no judgment was pronounced 
upon it, the case being disposed of on other grounds. 

In the case of He parte Witkes, 5 De G. M. & G. 418, 
in which Zetley v. Taylor was followed, certain expres- 
sions were used by the Lords Justices which were thought 
to imply that a deed of arrangement would not be bind- 
ing unless it contained an actual assignment of all the 
debtor's property for the benefit of his creditors, Lord 





| Justice Turner, however, in the subsequent case of Ex 
| parte Calvert, 3 De G. & J. 112, stated that the expres- 
| sions used in the former case had been pressed beyond 
their true meaning, and that “all that was meant to be 
said was, that the whole of the property must be devoted 
to the creditors; not that it must be assigned to them.” 
And this view was taken by the Court of Exchequer in 
Irving v. Gray, 3 H. & N. 37, where a deed of inspector- 
ship was held good which contained no assignment of 
the debtor’s property at all, but only a covenant to 
assign when required by the inspectors. The Court 
there said—“ No part of the trader’s property is in terms, 
or, as we think, by necessary implication, excluded from 
the operation of the present deed, as was the case in 
Drew v. Collins and Tetley v. Taylor.” 

At the time, then, when the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
came into operation, the law with respect to deeds of 
arrangement, so far as regards the point now under con- 
sideration, stood thus:—-No deed of arrangement was 
binding upon a dissentient creditor which did not provide 
for the distribution amongst the creditors of the whole of 
the debtor’s property, without any exception whatever 
—or, at least, did contain any provisions inconsis- 
tent with such a distribution. The Act of 1861 made 
several important alterations in this branch of the law, 
and it will be convenient, before proceeding further, to set 
out the corresponding provisions of the Acts of 1849 and 
1861, with regard to deeds of arrangement, side by side, 


Bankrupt Act, 1849, 

And with respect to ar- 
rangements by deed, be it en- 
acted, 

“Sect. 224. That every 
deed or memoranduin of ar 
rangement now or hereaft 
entered into between any such 
trader and his creditors, and 
signed by or on behalf of six- 
sevenths in number and value 
of those creditors whose debts 
amount to £10 and upwards, 
touching such trader's liabili- 
ties and his release therefrom, 
and the distribution, inspec 
tion, conduct, management, 
and mode of winding-up his 
estate, or all or any of such 
matters, or any matters hay 
ing reference thereto, shall 
(subject to the conditions 
hereinafter mentioned) be as 
effectual and obligatory in ali 
respects upon all the creditors 
who shall not have sign d 
such deed or memoranduin of 
arrangement, as if they had 
duly signed the same.” 

Sect. 225 provides that 
no such deed is to be binding 
on a creditor who has not 
signed, until he has had three 
months’ notice of the deed. 

Sect. 226 empowers the 
trustee or inspector, under 
such a deed, to certify to the 
Court in writing that the 
deed has been signed by the 
requisite majority, and such 
certificate, when filed, is to 
he prima facie evidence that 
the deed has been so signed. 

Sect. 227 provides that 
such certificate is to haye ap- 
pended to it a full account of 
the debts of the arranging 
debtor, verified by his affida- 
vit. 

Sect. 228 enacts, ‘That the 











creditors of every such trader 


for the purpose of comparison. 
The sections, so far as material, are as follows:— 


sjankruptey Act, 1861. 

‘**As to trust deeds for 
benefit of creditors, composi- 
tion and inspectorship deeds, 
executed by a debtor. 

**Sect. 192. Every deed or 
instrument made or entered 
into between a debtor and his 
creditors or any of them, or a 
trustee on their behalf, relat- 
ing to the debts or liabilities 
of the debtor, and his release 
therefrom, or the distribution, 
inspection, management, and 
winding-up of his estate, or 
any of such matters, shall 
be as valid and effectual and 
binding on all the creditors of 
such debtor as if they were 
parties to and had duly exe- 
cuted the same, provided the 
following conditions be ob- 
served, that is to say,— 

**], A majority in number 
representing three-fourths in 
value of the creditors of such 
debtor whose debts shall re- 
spectively amount to £10 and 
upwards, shall, before or after 
the execution thereof by the 
debtor in writing, assent to 
or approve of such deed or 
instrument. 

‘9. If a trustee or trustees 
be appointed by such deed, 
such trustee or trustees shall 
execute the same. 

“*3. The execution of such 
deed by the debtor shall be 
attested by an attorney or 
solicitor. 

‘4, Within twenty-eight 
deye from the day of the exe- 
cution of such deed by the 
debtor, the same shall be pro- 
duced and left (having been 
first duly stamped) at the 
office of the chief registrar, 
for the purpose of being regis- 
tered. 

‘5, Together with such 
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shall have the same rights re- 
spectively, as to set-off, mu- 
tual credit, lien, and priority, 
and joint and separate assets 
shall be distributed in like 
manner as in bankruptcy.” 

Sect. 229, enacts ‘That 
if any creditor of any trader 
shall be desirous to show 
that the administration of 
the estate of such trader 
has not been duly conducted 
in conformity with such deed 
or memorandum of arrange- 
ment, it shall be lawful for 
him to apply to the Court by 
petition, and the Court may 
inquire into such petition, 
and make such order, and 
exercise such jurisdiction over 
the subject-matter of the ap- 
plication, as to the Court shall 
appear just.”’ 


deed or instrument there shall 
be delivered to the chief re- 
gistrar an affidavit by the 
debtor, or some person able 
to depose thereto, or a cer- 
tificate by the trustees, that 
a majority in number repre- 
senting three-fourths in value 
of the creditors whose debts 
amount to £10 and upwards, 
have in writing assented to or 
approved of such deed or in- 
strument, and also stating the 
amount in value of the pro- 
perty and credits of the 
debtor comprised in such 
deed, 

6. Such deed or instru- 
ment shall, before registra- 
tion, bear such ordinary and 
ad valorem stamp duties as 
are hereinafter provided. 

“*7, Immediately on the 


execution thereof by the 
debtor, possession of all the 
property comprised therein, 
of which the debtor can give 
or order possession, shall be 
given to the trustees.” 

In one of the very earliest cases which came before the 
courts under section 192 of the Act of 1861 (Walter v. 
Adcock, 10 W. R. 542, 311, J. Ex. 380), the question was 
raised whether a cessio bonorum was still essential to the 
validity of a deed of arrangement, or whether, by that 
section, the law was altered in this respect. The case 
was ultimately decided upon another ground; but the 
Chief Baron and Mr. Baron Martin, in delivering judg- 
ment, both expressed a strong opinion that the law re- 
mained unaltered, and that a cessio bonorum was still 
necessary; Mr. Baron Wilde expressing a contrary 
opinion. It may be well, therefore, to inquire upon 
what provisions of the old Act the judgments in 
Tetley v. Taylor and Drew v. Collins were based. They 
were mainly these:—Ist. That the clauses were headed, 
“As to deeds of arrangement,” and that there was no 
mention throughout of the word “composition” until 
section 230, which provided, in certain cases, for a “ com- 
position ” after adjudication, and there the word was ex- 
pressly used. 2nd. The use of the conjunctive “and,” 
uniting the words “ touching such trader’s liabilities and 
his release therefrom,” and the words “the distribution, 
inspection, conduct, management, and mode of winding 
up his estate.” 3rd. The provisions of section 228, that 
the distribution of the trader's property should be “in 
like manner as in bankruptcy,” and the provisions in the 
same section with respect to lien and priority, which 
could uot apply in the case of a composition. 4th. Sec- 
tion 229, which enabled a creditor dissatisfied with the 
“administration of the estate” to apply to the Court of 
Bankruptcy, and which, therefore, assumed that there 
was to be an administration of the estate. Now, it will 
be observed that the corresponding sections of the present 
Act are headed, “ As to trust deeds for benefit of creditors, 
composition, and inspectorship deeds, executed by a 
debtor,” and that the disjunctive “or” is substituted for 
the conjunctive “and,” the use of which was mainly 
relied on in support of the judgment in Tetley v. Taylor. 
In addition to this, sections 228 and 229 have been 
wholly repealed. The Lord Chief Baron, however, in 
Walter v. Adcock, expressed himself as follows:—“I own 
I see nothing in any part of the Act of Parliament 
which we have now under consideration that justifies 
me in saying that the Legislature intended to make 
so important an alteration in the law of bankruptcy 
and insolvency, without one single syllable in the 
Act expressly saying so; and I think, when so im- 
portant an alteration was intended to be made, if it 
was intended, there would have been some expression 
that the law was to be altered, and some intimation that 








a new view was to be taken.” In the same case, Mr. 
Baron Bramwell, who purposely abstained from expressing 
any opinion on this point, said—“ When the question does 
necessarily call for a decision, the difficulty, in my mind, 
will arise from the interpretation put upon the old law. 
If the old law was intended to continue, why was any 
alteration made? If it was not intended to continue, 
why was not the matter made plain by the Legislature?” 
This latter question it is indeed difficult to answer, seeing 
that by the introduction of a few words all doubt might 
have been precluded; but it is suggested that the follow- 
ing considerations may perhaps in some measure serve as 
an explanation. It was by no means clear that upon the true 
construction of section 224 of the old Act, deeds of com- 
position were not included in its operation. In arguing 
Tetley v. Taylor, Mr. Willes (now Mr. Justice Willes) 
almost conceded that had that section stood alone, it 
must have been construed to extend to composition deeds; 
and the learned jndges, in delivering judgment, relied 
almost entirely upon section 228 and the other sections 
incorporated with section 224 for the purpose of showing 
that this construction was not the true one. Moreover, 
in spite of the provisions of those sections, Lord Campbell 
and the other learned judges of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench came to the conclusion that a deed was binding 
under section 224 without a cessio bonorum. Under 
these circumstances, it may, perhaps, have been thought 
a sufficient expression of the intention of the Legislature, 
if all the portions of the old Act which were the founda- 
tion of the decision in Zetley v. Taylor were either altered 
or repealed. 

It must, however, be added, that the Chief Baron, 
besides resting his opinion on the very slight difference 
between the terms of the new Act and the old one, 
referred to certain provisions of the Act of 1861 in 
support of his view that a deed without a cessio bonorum 
was not within section 192. These were the conditions 
6 and 7 of that section, and the enactments of section 
195. Condition 6, when read with section 195, provides 
for an ad valorem stamp upon the value of the estate 
comprised in the deed, which would be wholly inappli- 
cable to a deed of composition; and condition 7 requires 
that, upon the execution of a deed under section 192, 
possession of all the property comprised therein should he 
given up by the debtor, which would be equally inap- 
plicable where there was no cessio bonorum. Un- 
doubtedly, the argument derived from the introduction 
of these provisions is entitled to weight; but the true 
answer to it was, it is submitted, given by Lord Justice 
Turnerin Lv parte Rawlings, 32 L. J. Bkey. 33,11 W.R.157. 
That learned judge, after expressing a strong opinion 
that an alteration of the law with regard to deeds of 
arrangement was intended to be made by the new Act, 
and that composition deeds were within the terms of 
section 192, proceeds thus:—* It was said, however, that 
the conditions specified in the section, and other parts of 
the Act, proved that no deed which did not comprise or 
affect the property of the debtor was contemplated as 
being, or intended to be, within the operation of the 
section; but it is to be observed that it is not limited in 
its operation to composition deeds, but extends generally 
to trust deeds for creditors, which ordinarily do, and 
to composition and inspectorship deeds, which may or 
may not, affect the property of the debtor. There are 
deeds, therefore, pointed out by the section to which all 
the conditions specified in it, and the other enact- 
ments referred to in it, would apply; and I do not think 
it would be a sound construction of the section to hold 
that it was not meant to apply to any deed, unless all the 
annexed conditions would also apply to it. The argu- 
ment would, as it seems to me, go too far, It would ex- 


clude from the operation of the section not only releases 
founded on covenants to pay at a future time, but all 
deeds and instruments of arrangement with debtors 
having no available property; and this, too, notwith- 
standing the Act in terms extends to insolvents of every 
class and description. 


The latter conclusion, I think’ ig, 
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that these conditions 2 are to be read, Ww ith reference to the | ligious belief, to take an oath, may be admitted to give 


subject-matter to which they are applied, reddendo sin- 
guia singulis.” In the subsequent case of Hr parte 
Morgan, In re Woodhouse, 11 W. R. 316, 32 L. J. Bkey. 
15, the Lord Chancellor likewise expressed a very strong 
opinion that, under the present Act, no cessio bonorum was 
necessary. He at the same time stated that he strongly 
dissented from the decision in Tetley v. Taylor, and he 
pointed out the substitution of the disjunctive “ or ” forthe 
conjunctive “and,” to which we have already directed at- 
tention. All the cases above alluded to, arising under the 
Act of 1861, were decided upon grounds independent of 
the question of a cessio bonorum, and the dicta of the 
learned judges on that point were therefore extra-judicial. 
It first became necessary to decide it in Clapham v. 
Atkinson, 12 W. R. 342, 33 L. J. Q. B. 81; and, in de- 
livering the considered judgment of the Court in that 
case, Blackburn, J., said—* We have, upon both sides, 
opinions entitled to the greatest respect as authorities, 
but we have no decision either way which we are bound 
to follow; we must, therefore, act upon the opinion 
which we ourselves form. And, on the whole, we think 
that the reasons, which are so fully stated by Turner, L.J., 
in Lv parte Ranlings that we need not repeat them, are 
convincing. Adopting them as our own, we come to the 
conclusion that section 192 of the Act of 1861 extends to 
deeds of composition, although there may be no cessio 
bonorum.’ This decision, as we have above stated, was 
affirmed by the Court of Exchequer Chamber, and having 
regard to the weight of judicial authority in its favour, 
and to the reasoning by which it is supported, it is ap- 
prehended that the point may now be considered as 
established. 
(To be continued.) 


THE EVIDENCE OF UNBELIEVERS. 
Every lawyer who listened to the paper read last 
month, before the Juridical Society, by the Rev. F. D. 
Maurice, entitled “Ought any person to be excluded from 








giving Evidence on the ground of Religious Unbelief ?” | 


must have admitted the great advantages which the 
subject derived from its treatment by a highly cultivated 
unprofessional mind. When we say that the speaker 
was Mr. Maurice, we need not add that the topic was 
discussed with reverent impartiality. We shall have 
occasion, in the course of this article, to allude more 
particularly to some of Mr. Maurice’s views ; at present 
it will suffice to say that his opinion on the whole mat- 
ter, from a clerical as well as from what we may call a 
lay point of view, was, that while it was not desirable 
to abolish oaths in the cases of all persons who were 
willing to take them, religious unbelief ought not to be 
a ground for the exclusion of evidence; but that all 
persons who had a real and conscientious objection to take 
an oath, and also young children, ought to be permitted 
to give their testimony without the formality of an oath. 
It would be out of our province to enter upon the higher 
aspects of the question, and to follow him as he explained, 
in eloquent language, that the greatest of all blessings 
we possessed was the revelation of a God of Truth ; that 


the worst application of such a revelation was to limit , 


its force and influence by an undue inquiry into the 
grounds of the belief of our fellow-creatures; and that 
by excluding evidence on the ground of religious unbelief, 
we were in danger of being ourselves guilty of a practical 
Atheism by denying, in such cases, the power of con- 
science, “that spark,’ as Lord Bacon expresses it, “ and 
relique of our primitive purity.” 

' Themes like these lie somewhat out of the path of the 
practical lawyer, although they fall thoroughly within 
the province of the jurist. We will pass to the more 


general aspects of the question, simply reminding our , 


readers that the exact state of the present law upon the 
subject is this—that in all cases, criminal as well as 


civil, Quakers, Moravians, and Separatists, and all other | 


persons who consider it unlawful, according to their re- 


| their evidence upon making a solemn affirmation instead 
of taking an oath; but that, with these exceptions, an 
oath is necessary in every case. 

We have already mentioned that Mr. Maurice did not 
propose to dispense with oaths generally. He expressed 
himself in their favour when administered to those who 
were willing to take them. All he denied was that they 
should be forced upon those who were unwilling or un- 
able to take them. Even Mr. Bentham, who not only 
denied the utility of an oath in judicial matters, but 
considered its existence as positively pernicious, admitted 
the utility of some religious sanction as a restraint upon 
falsehood; but then he referred to the internal and not 
to the external religious sanction—to that which acted on 
the soul, and not to that which consisted in uttering certain 
words. We think that Mr. Bentham failed to attribute the 
proper weight to that portion of the effect produced upon 
the conduct of a witness which arises from the religious 
sanction. It is commonly said that the fear of future 
punishment in another world has less weight with a 
witness than the dread of present punishment, if he be 
guilty of perjury—we believe that the dread of cross- 
examination is perhaps more powerful than either—and 
it is argued that if the statement were required to be 
given in the presence of a judge, before an audience, in 
a public court, and the witness were assured of the penal 
results to himself ef false evidence, the value of his 
testimony would be the same. We believe, with regard 
to all persons who have any religious sentiment, that the 
religious sanction of the oath is a great safeguard to 
them in giving their testimony, and adds great value to 
the evidence given, and we quite agree that it ought not 
to be removed in such cases. Every day’s experience 
shows cases in which the careless but not wilful ex- 
aggerations common in general conversation are checked 
by the judicial oath; and it constantly happens that a 
witness will refuse to swear to facts, as to the truth of 
which he would not hesitate to stake his word. 

But a difficulty is introduced when the case has to be 
considered of the man who has no religious belief what- 
ever, and who therefore does not come within the ex- 
ceptions to the general rule mentioned above as being 
allowed in the present state of the law. Is his evidence 
to be rejected ? We think not, but that it ought to be 
received. In the first place, the witness, by openly stating 
his own unbelief in the ordinary forms of religious 
thought, gives hostages for his integrity. Atheism is 
not yet, we are thankful to say, a popular creed. In 
truth, we believe that at the present day, when religious 
truth is presented to the mind in a less dogmatic and 
more attractive form than formerly, the social position 
of an Atheist is more isolated than ever. If integrity 
be the principal characteristic to be desired in a witness, 
the testimony of such social lepers ought not to be ex- 
cluded. The very mode in which this particular kind of 
incompetency in a witness is discovered, shows the in- 
consistency of the law as it stands. Every person, prima 


facie, is taken, by law, to have some sort of religious belief. 


How is this absence of such belief practically discovered ? 
By the admission of the witness himself, in answer to 
questions put to him by, or at the instance of, the person 
directly interested in suppressing his testimony. So that 
the law is involved in this absurdity, that while it ac- 
cepts as the truth the statement of the witness that he 
has no belief in the existence of a God, it regards him 
as incapable of giving true testimony upon the matter 
in question in the cause. Because he speaks the truth 
about his own opinions (which are of no importance to 
the suitors), although he knows that the avowal of his 
views is likely to bring him personally into discredit, 
his evidence is unworthy of credence as to the acts or 
the rights of third parties, in which he may have no 
personal interest whatever. As Mr. Maurice justly ob- 
served, when a man objects to be sworn on the ground 
of religious unbelief, this is his mode of swearing that 
he will speak the truth. 
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We have hitherto been sniiietin the « case of “Atheists, 
whose principles make it impossible for them to take an 
oath if tendered; but we should remind our readers of 
the existence of a class of persons in this country—we 


refer to the Secularists—who, denying the existence of | 


a personal God, still acknowledge a moral obligation 
to speak the truth, and, viewed in that light, do not 
object to take the oath prescribed by the law. A woman 
holding these opinions was called as a witness in the 
county court of Rochdale a few years ago. 
was considered essential to the plaintiff's case, and she 
was willing to be sworn in the usual way. 
fendant’s adviser, however, who was doubtless aware of 
the importance of the evidence about to be given, pro- 
posed to put the usual questions to her, as to her re- 
ligious belief, before she was sworn. This was done, 
when it was elicited that the witness did not believe 
in a God, or in the obligation of an oath being greater 
than that of her word; but she expressly stated that she 
believed in a moral obligation to speak the truth, and 
that she considered that she was responsible to her fellow- 
men and her own conscience. Her evidence was re- 
jected by the county court judge, and it was held by the 
Court of Exchequer, on appeal from this decision, that 
the evidence had been rightly refused. Yet the evidence 
of a Chinaman over a cracked saucer would have been 
received. 

One of the most ingenious partsof Mr. Maurice’s paper 
was directed to the point that the admission of the tes- 
timony of unbelievers is required in consequence of the 
impossibility of applying, in their integrity, the principles 
upon which the present law upon the subject is supposed 
to rest. In the case of Omichund v. Barker (decided in 
1744, and the leading authority on the subject), where the 
depositions of witnesses professing the Gentoo religion 
were received, Chief Justice Willes denied the position 
of Lord Coke that none but Christians could be examined 
upon oath, and laid down the rule, which has since been 
universally followed, that “such infidels—if any such 
there be—who either do not believe in a God, or, if they do, 
do not think that He will either reward or punish them 
in this world or in the next, cannot be witnesses in any 

case, nor under any circumstances, for this plain reason : 
because an oath cannot possibly be any tie or obligation 
upon them.” Mr. Maurice justly pointed out, that at 
the time when this decision was pronounced, great 
ignorance prevailed as to the nature of the religion of 
other nations. Since that time, all our Indian possessions 
have beep consolidated, and the religious opinions of 
the natives in various parts of the world have been 
thoroughly studied, and in many instances accurately 
ascertained. He pui the case of a Buddhist witness being 
ealled, and evidence being tendered by the advocate on 
the other side to show that the witness did not believe 
in the existence of a God, in the sense in which the 
English law requires such belief, but that he only had 
some vague idea of an absorption into nothing as the 
final lot of the faithful of his communion. We believe, 
with Mr. Maurice, that if such a case arose, any English 
judge would refuse to allow such evidence to be tendered, 
and would decline to go into a theological discussion 
which might be endless, but would permit the witness 
to be sworn according to the form observed by his 
particular religion. If this be so, one branch of the rule 
laid down by Chief Justice Willes is already gone in 
this particular instance; and having been dispensed with 
in the case of a Buddhist, it follows that the law cannot 
with reason refuse to extend the same privilege to an 
Englishman, and that it ought not to examine curiously 
into the nature of his belief prior to receiving his 
testimony. The truth is, that the rule of Chief Justice 
Willes becomes more and more untenable with the 
gdvance of knowledge on the subject of the nature of 
the beliefs of persons outside the pale of Christendom. 

Another reason against the exclusion of such evidence 
is, that it tends to, and even may invite, the concealment 
of the truth, This may operate in two ways, in either 
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of swhich it is an evil to the commonwealth, and in one 
of which it may prove the ruin of the innocent. It is 
easy to suppose a case in which the chief witness in 
support of a criminal charge may rob the prosecution of 
his testimony, by dishonestly declaring himself an 
Atheist. So, on the other hand, a prisoner may be con- 
victed in consequence of a similar declaration made in 
perfect honesty by the principal witness in support of 
an alibi. It has been said by a great living statesman, 
that we should not have good streets till we had hung 
We could almost wish that a case of a 
capital offence might arise where the only ground for 
memorializing the Home Secretary in favour of the con- 
victed felon was the exclusion of the evidence of an 
Atheist witness who could prove an alibi. We venture to 
predict that. however objectionable it may be, as an ordi- 
nary rule, to legislate expressly to meet extreme cases, the 
present state of the law would not last long after the 
occurrence of such a startling instance of the injustice 
of its operation. The true principle to be followed in 
any legislation on these cases is this: to frame the 
laws in such a manner that all the evidence that can be 
obtained may be admissible, trusting to the power of 
cross-examination to expose any wilful misrepresentation, 
and without prejudice to any remarks to which its eredi- 
bility may in any case be open. 

There is one other question raised by My, Maurice's 
paper, which we do not feel disposed to leave without a 
remark. He stated that he did not approve of the system 
of administering the oath to young children, and he par- 
ticularly objected to the practice which the law requires 
to be pursued in courts of justice, of asking such witnesses 
whether they know the nature of an oath. A child, he 
said, is not taught to kiss a book—it learns to fear God, 
and not to lie. The attempt to explain to it the nature 
of an oath tends to confuse its perception of what the 
truth really is. These views were strongly supported by 
Mr. Denman, the chairman of the evening, who stated 
that it was often with a feeling of humiliation that he 
listened to the questions which the judge was compelled 
by law to put to a child-witness. We think there would 
be more force in these objections if it were not for the fact 
that the judge is permitted by the law, as it stands, to 
exercise, and that he ordinarily does exercise, a large Cis- 
cretion in such cases; and we question whether the testi- 
mony of any intelligent child, who by its conduct dis- 
played any real sense of the responsibility of its position, 
is ever rejected. The evidence of a child is rarely refused, 
except where its age is so tender as obviously to preclude 
its reception. ‘The extreme difficulty—arising particularly 
from the premature development of children among those 
classes of society to which child-witnesses generally be- 
long—of fixing any age up to which the oath should be 
dispensed with, also makes us hesitate to advocate the in- 
troduction of any change in the law in this respect. 

We conclude with the expression of a hope that, if the 
law be changed in accordance with the views we have ex- 
pressed—as we trust it will without delay (and the unani- 
mous feeling of the members of the Juridical Society jus- 
tifies the expectation)—the reform will not be grudgingly 
conceded as an act of theological condescension, but that 
it will proceed upon the ground that it is false in 
principle to exclude any evidence which can be made 
available for the purposes of truth and justice, from 
whatever quarter it may come. We shall then have 
taken one more step towards the overthrow of that spirit 
of ignorant intolerance, which, we think, has been justly 
described as the real cause of the exelusion of the evi- 
dence of unbelievers. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. 
The case of Franz Miiller has brought the question of 
Capital Punishment again before the public. No case 


sitice that of Palmer, who was tried and eonvicted at the 
Qld Bailey of the murder of Mr. Cooke, by poison, has 
interest by all classes 


been watched with as much 
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throughout the country. The case, however, from a pro- 
fessional or scientific point of view, must be considered 
very common-place, the leading feature being a remark- 
ably perfect chain of circumstantial evidence, an im- 
portant link being supplied by the defence. 

To the public the case presented a new form of high- 
way robbery, adapted to the present method of travelling, 
but quite as alarming as a stop on Hounslow-heath 
acentury ago. The pursuit of the murderer displayed 
the ability and efficiency of the police, and the capture and 
return to this country the benefits resulting from the 
extradition treaty. The evidence must have been con- 
clusive enough for any professional mind, nor do we 
feel more satisfied as to the justice of the sentence by 
reason of the confession of the murderer; because when 
we realize the fact that the value of the 
depends on the small negative ‘ not,” we must look to 
the evidence to satisfy our minds as to t] 
verdict. 

The question of capital punishment is, however, again 
in agitation, and some arguments can, of course, be urged 
in favour of its abolition; besides, it so happens that at 
this very time a Royal Commission is considering the 
question. That Commission is composed of most distin- 
guished and competent persons, who will, of course, 
collect all possible information to be had upon the sub- 
ject, and inquire into the practice of other countries. 
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| the jury look, in capital cases, for more cogent evidence. 
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Our criminal law has in the last century undergone | 


important changes. New statutes have been passed to 
meet new oifences, which an expanded system of com- 
merce and civilization have developed, but one leading 
feature is observable—yviz., a more merciful code of pun- 
ishment. 

The law as it now stands reserves the punishment of 
death for the crime of wilful murder only. If any punish- 
ment could be devised of equal sanction with capital 


punishment, no one who read the description of the | 
scene round the gallows, at Miiller’s execution, would | 

. . a . ! 
hesitate to exchange it for one which, whatever we 


think of it in principle. entails such horrors in prac- 
tice. At the same time, we should remember that, 
however much we may lament the existence of such a 
degraded class of our population, the class remai 
same, whether assembled there Few wou 
that the fact of sceing a malefactor st 
penalty of his deeds would in itself con 
moralize the people. Then, if this is admitted, we dis- 





or not. 





pose of the argument of those who advocate the penalty | 
of the law ‘being carried out in private. We are not, how- | 


ever, disposed to give much weight. to the view of those 
who think it desirable that the class of persons “ from 
whom those who commit murder are usually drawn,” 
should witness the penalty, because we deny that it is 
from any particular class that persons committing mur- 
ders are usually drawn. On the contrary, as far as in- 
stances prove anything, we may cite Courvoisier, Paliner, 
the two Mannings, and Townley, none of whom certainly 
belonged to the class who are usually found to wit- 
ness executions. 


Murders, moreover, may be divided into , 


certainly two distinct classes, viz., first, where gain is the | 


object of the offence—and these are the more premeditated 
murders;—and secondly, where passion of some kind, but 
not gain, is the cause. No doubt, the fear of punishment 
has a deterring influence on the former class; but the latter 


probably resort to violence through their judgment be- | 
ing clouded by the preponderance of some all-powerful | 


passion, and the punishment, if remembered, is deliberately 
faced, and punishment preferred to controlling the passion. 


If we inquire what is the practice of other countries, | 
we-shall find the crime of murder universally punishable | 


with death. Throughout Europe, Portugal is the only 
exception. There capital punishment has been abolished, 
but so recently as to enable us to deduce no inference 
from its discontinuance. Russia administers the knout; 
in Spain, a murderer is garrotted; in Franee, they guil- 
lotine; and in America, the model republic, they hang 
for murder, All countries and codes require the life of him 
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who, with malice aforethought, slays another. All ap- 
pear, therefore, to agree that nothing short of forfeiture of 
life is a fitting punishment. Perhaps itis not profitable to 
inquire what was the custom of the ancients. Moses says— 
“ He that smiteth a man, so that he die, shall be surely put 
to death.” —Ex. xxi. 12. The early Roman jurisprudence 
left the criminal administration to the head of the family. 
The patria potestas gave power to the paterfamilias 
to visit such offences as he thought fit with death. In 
England, death was formerly the punishment for several of- 
fences; but when death followed a conviction for forgery or 
sheep stealing, juries were of course only too anxious to find 
a loophole to escape from finding a verdict which involved 
such consequences. And, no doubt, the fact that death 
is the punishment for murder may, to some extent, 
render the chance of a conviction less certain. Probably 


If Miller had been charged with the highway robbery 
of Mr. Briggs, the unaccounted possession by Miiller of 
the watch and chain, so soon after the commission of the 
offence, would have been sufficient evidence. 

The Commission now deliberating will probably re- 
commend some amendment in the law; certainly the 
present system does not give satisfaction, but we trust 
that the alteration will be matter of detail, not in the 
punishment itself. 

Another, and not less impertant branch of the subject 
relates to proceedings between conviction and execution. 
Fault is justly found with a system which gives an 
appeal in matters of fact to a tribunal sitting in camera. 
It is difficult, however, io know how this defect can be 
remedied, because the Crown in every case must, of 
course, be entrusted with the power of pardon, or of 
commuting the sentences of the judges, who are but 
commissioners executing their office under the Crown; 


indeed, cases have occurred, and must occur, where 
he interference of the Crown is absolutely necessary. 


We have said that there are different classes of murder; 

here are surely different degrees of moral guilt. There 
is a class, of which murders by poison form but too 
common a sample, where nothing short of death will 
vindicate the outrage on all humanity. There is another 
class, where something may be said in mitigation of 
punishment, even if nothing to justify the offence. If 
the penalty is to relaxed—if any mitigation of 
punishment is to take place, we trust it may take the 
form of a distinction between cases of very deliberate 
murder, and cases where the crime, though not reducible 
in law to manslaughter, has been committed under cir- 
cumstanees of provocation, or where the criminal has 
been so hurried on as not to have had time to consider 
the consequences of his act. 


he 





REVIEWS. 

A Manual on Bankrwptey; designed as a First Book for 
Students, and as a Useful Summary for Practitioners, 
By Josian W. Surry, B.CLL., QC. London: Stevens, 
Sons, & Haynes. 1864. 

This little book will be found very valuable asa ‘first 
hook for students,” but we question its worth as a ‘*sum- 
mary for practitioners.” Jt is exceedingly readable, and 
contains, in a well-digested form, all the elementary know- 
ledge of bankruptey practice end procedure, without which 
any attempt to follow, or even to understand, the dictum of 
the Acts and Orders must prove a failure. But it does 
nothing more than this. ‘he practitioner who turned to its 
pages for assistance in a moment of diffieulty would indeed 
find there all that had, to him, become household know- 
ledge, but no discussion of abstruse or debateable points, no 
guide to enable him to pass safely 

per ignes 
Suppositos cineri doloso. 

The author, indeed, hardly aims at any such result. He 

tells us in his preface (and with truth) that he has omitted 

all notice of the eases “beyond a few leading points net 
likely to be affected,” and that even these he has “taken 
from the text-books.” 
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The work is, however, a great advance upon the ‘‘ Manual 
of Equity Jurisprudence” (Story rendered unreadable), by the 
game author; and those of our readers who are about begin- 
ing to learn the Law of Bankruptcy will derive both pleasure 
and benefit from its pages. 





A Manual of the Practice and Evidence in Actions and 
other Proceedings in the County Courts, including the 
Practice in Bankruptcy; with an Appendix of Statutes 
and Rules. By JAMES Epwarp Davis, Barrister-at-Law. 
Third Edition. London: Butterworths. 1864. 

This is a greatly enlarged edition of Davis’s County Court 
Practice—a work well enough known to need no introduction 
to the legal public, or at any rate to that portion thereof 
which is concerned with proceedings in the county courts. 

The edition before us follows in its main features the 
second edition of the book; but it is to that second edition 
as the full-blown rose to the bud, not merely in quantity but 
in quality of matter. 

The first part treats of the procedure in the county 
courts: first sketching lightly but clearly the extent of 
their jurisdiction, and then dealing with the subject, first 
from the plaintiff’s point of view, and then from the de- 
fendant’s; conducting the reader on step by step from the 
plaint and defence to the proceedings for removal of the 
cause by certiorari or otherwise, and thence through Trial and 
Judgment to Execution. The next few chapters deal with 
certain special forms of action; Replevin, Ejectment, &e.; 
then is fully explained the important subject of costs; and 
the part finishes with a description of the Sheriffs’ Court of 
the City of London, which, though not strictly a county court, 
is very analogous thereto, and is the only substitute therefor 
in the City. 

The second part comprehends what was originally the 
entire work, and treats at great but not wearisome length 
of the principles and rules of evidence in the county courts, 
including a special disquisition (running through seven 
chapters) on actions brought upon contracts for the sale of 
goods,— obviously the most usual class of actions in these 
courts, or perhaps in any common law court,—and the nature 
of the evidence required to support or rebut the various 
defences open to the defendant in such actions. The author 
then similarly deals with actions for the recovery of remune- 
ration for personal services, then with the common ‘‘ money 
counts,” and then proceeding to actions for torts and special 
actions, as before, concludes a most valuable and exhaustive 
treatise on this branch of forensie practice with an account 
of the evidence requisite and admissible in the very limited 
actions of ejectment which the county courts have jurisdiction 
to entertain. 

The third part deals with what may be called the 
‘straggling ” portions of the county court jurisdiction—Part- 
nerships, Trusts, Friendly Societies, Probate and Adminis- 
tration, Salvage, et hoc genus omne; and the fourth and last 
part deals with the very important jurisdiction lately con- 
terred on these courts by the Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
is doubtless the most meagre and unsatisfactory part of the 
whole work, and consists principally of a judicious enough 
urangement of the statutory provisions in all their bald- 
ness; but we suppose that, in the present state of the 
bankrupt law, it is not possible to do more, and we can 
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each, drawn on 8th October, 1862, payable seventeen months 
after date by the defendant to the plaintiff. 

The defendant pleaded infancy and lunacy. 

The plaintiff was a riding-master, and the defendant was 
a young gentleman living with a Mr. Freeman. From 1861 
to 1863 the defendant engaged horses from the plaintiff, and 
caused severe injuries to three of them. In October, 1862, 
Freeman paid an account of the plaintiff's; but although the 
injuries to the horses had been done some time before, and 
the defendant had given the two bills of exchange sued upon 
on account of the damage, the plaintiff never mentioned 
the fact to Freeman, as the defendant wished him not to 
know it. 

On cross-examination, the plaintiff admitted that the bills 
were drawn at seventeen months in order that they might 
become due just after the defendant should become of age, 
and that he had been cautioned as to allowing the =. 
fendant to indulge in stimulants. Communications had also 
from time to time, been made to the plaintiff respecting 
the defendant, and his being a minor and of weak mind. 

The plaintiff’s groom also admitted that the defendant 
was not as sensible as he ought to be, and that he would not 
trust him with a horse of his. 

3LACKBURN, J., at the close of the plaintiff's case, intimated 
that there was some evidence of infancy; that it was not 
made out that he was a lunatic, but only a person of weak 
mind; that supplying horses was not necessary for the young 
man, as the guardian supplied him with horses elsewhere; 
and that the only really serious question for the jury was, 
as to the injury to the horses, | 

Mr. Keane said he would yield to that view. 

His Lorpsuip then asked Mr. Hawkins to address him- 

self to the injury of the horses. 
He called Captain Malcolm Orme, the defendant’s uncle, 
to prove that the defendant was born on January 14, 1848. 
Other witnesses were called, amongst them was a secretary 
to an insurance company, who produced a printed form 
of application for an insurance upon the life of the defen- 
dant, in which his age was stated. He was also called 
upon to produce the report made by the medical officer to 
the insurance company, with reference to the physical and 
mental condition of the defendant. 

This was objected to, on the ground that it was a privileged 
communication between the medical man and the insurance 
company, and was never shown to the person applying for 
an insurance, but that at all events it was not evidence, as 
the medical man should have been called. 

3LACKBURN, J., adopted this view, but added that if it 
had been a case in which he thought it necessary that the 
document should be produced, he should require its pro- 
duction. 

Mr. Hawkins submitted to the jury that the injury was 
caused by the plaintiff's carelessness and negligence in allow- 
ing thedefendant the use of the horses by the defendant alone, 
without being accompanied by some other person. 





safely and heartily recommend the book for the perusal of , 


all intending practitioners in any county court. 








cOURTS. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Before the Lorp Curer Justice and Jury). 

Dec. 5.—The Queenyv. Rumball. The Rappahannock.— 
This was a prosecution under the Foreign Enlistment Act, 
on a charge of having purchased the Victor, a condemned 
Queen’s os for the use of the Confederate government. 

The case had not proceeded far when it appeared that ma- 
terial witnesses were absent on Government service, and the 
case was, at the request of the defendant, postponed till 
February next. 


(Before BLacksury, J., and a Special Jury.) 

Nov. 26.—Blake v. Alston.—Mr. D. D. Keane, Q.C., and 

Mr. Secondary Smith appeared for the plaintiff; and Mr, 
Hawkins, Q.C., and Mr. C. A. Turner for the defendant. 

This was an action upon two bills of exchange for £75 








The jury gave a verdict for the defendant. 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 

Dec. 8.—This was the first day of the sittings in London, 
and the list of causes for trial contains 75 remanets and 139 
new causes—total, 214; and of this total one half is marked 
as special jury cases. ee 

COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

Dec. 8.—This was the first day of the sittings in London. 
The list contains 137 causes, 28 of which are marked as 
special juries. “= 





(Before Mr. Deputy-Commissioner WINsLow. ) 

Dec. 3.—In re Robert James Dobie.—The bankrupt, who 
was an attorney, of Great James-street, Bedford-row, and of 
the Vassal-road, Brixton, applied for his release from custody. 

Mr. Brough supported the application. 

The bankrupt presented his petition to this Court on the 
26th ult., through Mr. C. Wright, of Chancery-lane, his 
solicitor. He attributed his difficulties to the non-receipt 
from clients of the amounts of the bills of costs due from 
them. The liabilities arose to a great extent out of Dill 
transactions, and there were five detainers lodged against the 
bankrupt by judgment creditors. 

Upon the case being called, however, no counsel or soli- 
citor appeared to oppose, and the Deputy-Commissioner 
granted the desired order of release, subject to an amend- 
ment in the affidavit of the service of the usual notices. 
Release granted accordingly. 
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COURT OF PROBATE. 
(Before Sir J. P. Witpr and a Special Jury.) 

Dec. 3.—Hanslip and Another vy, Robinson.—The plain- 
tiffs are the executors of Miss Mary Ann _ Robinson, 
afid they propounded a will of the 18th of February, 
1864. The defendant is next-of-kin of the deceased, and 
opposed the will of February, 1864, on the grounds of in- 
eapacity and undue influence. 

é testatrix in this case was an old lady, about seventy 
years of age, and at the time of her death, which took place 
on the 28th of February, 1864, was possessed of money in the 
funds to the amount of about £2,400. The defendant, Dr. 
Robinson, is the first cousin and next-of-kin of the deceased. 
Tn March, 1862, she executed a will, leaving everything to 
him. She had been for some time confined to her room. 
In the evening of the 18th of January, 1864, she sent her 
nurse, Mrs. Bartrip, to fetch a solicitor to make her will, and 
to sell out some stock for her. The nurse brought Mr. 
Layton, jun., a solicitor in the neighbourhood, and she told 
him that the defendant had been interfering a good deal in 
her affairs, and had had a lot of her money, and she did not 
mean to leave him anything. He tried to persuade her to 
leave something to Dr. Robinson, and he saw her again on 
the following day, and she then gave him the names of the 

ons to whom she wished to leave money, and the sums 
she intended to leave them. She left £900 to Dr. Robinson, 
£3800 to her medical man, Mr. Hanslip, which was to cover 
his charge for attendance, £300 to ae nurse, £200 to a 
friend, and some smaller bequests. She then told him that 
she had no money in the house to pay him his charge, and 
she pen to make him residuary legatec. She said he 
would have a good deal of trouble with her affairs, but there 
would probably be enough to satisfy his charge. He drew 
up a will in accordance with these instructions, and it was 
executed on the 21st of January. In the middle of February 
she again saw him, and told him that she wished to appoint 
her medical man one of her executors, and to leave some- 
thing to an old friend named Owen. He then drew up 
another will, the same as the previous one, with the addition 
of Mr. Owen as a legatee for £300, and the appointment 
of Mr. Hanslip as Mr. Layton’s co-executor. This will, the 
one now propounded, was attested by Mr. Layton’s 
clerk, and by a neighbour who was called in by the 
nurse, 

Mr. Serjt. Ballantine and Dr. Spinks appeared for the 
plaintiffs; Mr. Edward James, Q.C., and Dr. Tristram for 
the defendant, 


Mr. Hanslip, her nurse, Mr. Layton, Dr. Luke, the | 


clergyman who administered the sacrament to her, and other 
witnesses were called to prove her capacity. They were of 
opinion that she was perfectly competent, and some of them 
amy shé had expressed her dislike of Dr. Robinson, and 
1ef objection to his meddling with her affairs. It was eal- 
culated that the total amount of residue would be between 





ulded that they could not separate without passing a strong 











censure on Mr. Layton’s conduct. 
The Court pronounced for the will, and reserved the 
question of costs. 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE 
LecrureEs TO ARTICLED CLERKS. 

Sir,—Although acknowledging that all students in our 
branch of the legal profession ought to be grateful for and 
do duly appreciate the efforts of your correspondent, Mr. 
W. J. Fraser,* for the formation of law classes in connection 
with the Law Society, | would suggest that a greater benefit 
would accrue if a society of articled clerks, such as that to 
which IT have the honour to be connected, were to make 
classes a part of their system of education. By such means 
a vitality would be generated which could never be attained 
in any other way. Those most directly concerned would 
take a greater interest in a movement which had had it 
origin from amoung themselves, and which would thus be 
maintained aud managed by members of that particular cla 
to which they belonged. 

The course which aight be pursued would be the reading 
a series of papers on some branch of the law by a regular 
succession of chosen members, who would, by benetiting 
others, benefit themselves. Each paper might occupy half- 
an-hour, after which questions and a friendly discussion 
might ensue. 

The future generation of solicitors would thus have an 
opportunity of ascertaining the theory of the law, at least 
equal to that which they now have of discovering the 
practice of the law by a “lustre” of pastime or drudgery in 
an attorney’s office. 

Should this course be pursued, 1 shall be happy te 
subscribe a guinea towards the small expenses which would be 
ineurred, VYNNE E. BAXTER, 

Hon. Sec. of the Articled Clerks’ Debating Society. 

Bedford-park, Croydon, S., Nov 21. 














THE New Jvupements, &e., Act. 

Sir,—The reflections of ‘J. P.”’ + (to whom, if I mistake 
not, your readers are indebted for many useful observations 
upon the law of judgments generally), which were given ut- 
terance to in your last issue, are only a few amongst the 
many that must present themselves to the minds of all prac- 
tical men after a perusal of the new Judgments Act. 

The Act, as I read it, makes a judgment no charge until 
the requirements of the Act are complied with, not only as 
against parties claiming through the debtor, but even as 
against the debtor himself; so that waxy disposal (whether 
voluntary or not) of such property as could be extended, 
would confer a good title upon the grantee so far as to pre- 


; vent any charge attaching in respect of a judgment. 


£800 and £400, from which the funeral and testamentary _ 
expenses, and a few trifling debts, would have to be de- | 


ducted, 


The case in opposition to the will was that its execution | 


had been procured from the_deceased by Mr. Layton, and 


that she was not aware of the effect of its provisions, espe- | 


cially the residuary clauses. The defendant and a nurse who | “ Gemeente ts : 
y he: 3 | sired simplicity in the transfer of land, because the law 


had formerly lived with the deceased were called to prove 
that she had been on good terms with the defendant, and 
had expressed her intention of leaving her property to 
him. 

His LorbsuiP, in summing up, said the main question for 


the jury was whether, at the time when the will was exe- | 


cuted, the testatrix knew and approved its contents. A will 
made by an attorney in his own favour was always viewed 
with great jealousy and mistrust, and that remark applied 
especially to a case where the testatrix was an old woman on 
her death-bed, and the will was made within a short time of 
her death. Mr. Layton must have known that the course 
he was taking would lay him open to remark, because it was 
the universal practice, when an attorney found that a tes- 
tator wished to make him an object of his bounty, to have 
another attorney called in to draw up the instrument by 
which that bounty was conferred. 


The jury retired at half-past two o'clock, and returned at | 


a few mitiutes before four, and found a verdict for the plain- 
tiffs on ail the issues. In answer to the question put by the 


Court, they said that at the time of the execution the tes- | 
tatrix knew and approved the contents of the will, but they | 


Tt oceurs to me that as there is so great a desire to assimi- 
late the judgment law, as regards real property, to that in 
reference to personal estates, it would be very advisable to 
supplement the last Judgment Act by an enactment enabling 
a judgment creditor (as in garnishee proceedings) to compel 
a disclosure from his debtor of what extendible interests the 
latter possesses. This would not in any way impede the de- 





might still remain that until the land was actually delivered 
in execution no charge should attach. 

As to the term ‘actual possession”’ in the Act, it is well 
known that the sheriff merely delivers the legal possession, 
or, in other words, vonfers a right to the possession, To 
obtain actual possession, the tenant, by elegit, must bring 
ejectment if he cammot obtain it without force and violence. 
The idea may be far-fetched; but I am inclined to think that 
the framers of the Act intended to say actual legal possession, 
if 1 may be allowed to use the phrase. 

Pending the interval that must necessarily occur between 
the time of lodging a writ of elegit and the delivery of even 
legal possession, what an alarming facility is afforded to the 
debtor to divest himself of his property, and thereby defraud 
his creditor of the proceeds of his execution ! With regard to 
section 3 of the Act, | think it operates to render unneces- 
sary any other registration than that of the writ of execution, 
the words of the section being, ‘‘Every writ . . . of 
execution shall be registered as provided by 23 & 24 Viet. 
ec 38 . and no other or prior registration of such 





* 9 Sol, Jour, 103. 
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judgment, statute, or recognizance, shall be or be deemed 
necessary for any purpose.’ 

{think “J. P.” rather misapprehends section 4. That 
section merely authorises an order for the sale of ‘the 
debtor's interest in such land,” and directs that, in carrying 
out such order for sale, the practice of the Court of Chancery 
with respect to sales of real estates of deceased persons shall 
be followed as near as may be. It is a very usual direction 
in an order for the administration of the estate of a deceased 

erson, in the Court of Chancery, that ‘‘ the testator’s real and 
easehold estates be sold, with the approbation of the judge, 
free from the incumbrances, if any, of such of the incum- 
brancers as should consent to the sale, and subject to such of 
them as should not consent.” 

In conclusion, I cannot but lament with ‘‘J. P.” that the 
real rights and interests of creditors should have been so 
greatly sacrificed for the purpose of such a simplification of 
the transfer of land. J.S. 

Dec. 6. 


Sratus OF SoLIcrrors. 

Sir,—I do not think that my letter, in the shortened form 
in which it found a place in your columns last week, fully 
did justice to my meaning. I must therefore beg you to 
give me a further opportunity of explaining myself, particu- 
— with reference to your editorial note appended to that 

etter. 

When the Z’iines, at the end of a year after Lord West- 
bury’s Land Transfer Act came into operation, had one, it 
may be ¢wo ponderous articles on the question, congratu- 
lating the public on the utility of the measure, what was the 
main ground of its congratulation? Why, that the public 
was ina fair way to get rid of ‘the family solicitor,” con- 
temptuously called by the Zimes ‘‘ the Old Man of the Sea.” 
Pray, was this 180 years ago? When, the other day, the 
Daily Telegraph, in a sympathising article on some of the 
difficulties of the members of the bar, said that one of the 
bores barristers had to submit to was the ‘assiduously 
dancing with attorneys’ daughters,” was that 180 years 
ago? When, on the occasion of the execution of the criminal 
Miller, the present under-sheriffs of the city of London 
having, it is said, exhorted the wretch to repentance, the 
latter Journal came out the next day with a sneer at ‘‘second- 
rate attorneys” who ‘‘aspired” to the under-sheriffship, 
doing this when they ought ‘‘to be sitting on their office 
stools,” was that 180 years ago? I could give numerous 
other instances of the scurrility heaped by the press, espe- 
cially by one journal, upon attorneys, but ex uno disce 
omnes. Now, it would be simply Quixotic to contend that 
the attorneys can afford to treat as idle words such systematic 
abuse and obloquy, in such talented and influential journals 
as those I have named; and I venture to assert that upon no 
other class of professional men, such as the officers of her 
Majesty's army or navy, or the clergy, or the bar, would any 
respectable journal dare to —— it. And should you or 
should your readers differ from me, and consider that this 
ublic abuse of attorneys may be considered mere idle words, 

propose, asa test of the soundness of our respective opinions, 
that you, or that they, should insert in your Journal only one 
leader containing similar abuse of the ‘‘ gentlemen of the 
a and see whether those gentlemen would treat such 
ucubrations as idle words, and unworthy of their notice. 

Your remarks about ‘‘American attorneys” are based 
upon a misapprehension of what my quotations on these 
remarks of the press are intended to convey. When an 
English editor contemptuously observes that the cowardice 
and blunders of the American generals are to be attributed 
to the fact that they were once ‘‘attorneys,” he does not 
intend to speak one way or the other of the qualifications 
of American attorneys: he means to cast contempt by a 
side blow upon the members of the profession before his 

eyes—that is, upon English attorneys; of course, there is 
no resisting this conclusion. 

Lastly, I did not intend to object to the action of the 
Government in providing the public with professional 
advice gratis (is this innovation 180 years old?) in the cases 
I have mentioned, and in others I could mention, on the 
narrow ground of loss of business thereby occasioned; but 
upon the ground that it was of the same character as the 
abuse of the press—viz., ‘‘get rid of the attorneys; we will 
lend you a elping hand.” You say that the assistance 
rendered by the ‘fortunate place-holders” to the public is 


letter before you? He says that it was all that was pains- 
taking and obliging—no doubt pursuant to instructions. 
Dee. 6. A Lonpon SoicitTor. 


[We have thought it due to our correspondent to insert 
this letter, as we desire our columns to be open to the fullest 
discussion of all subjects affecting the profession. But we 
do not think the instances adduced bear out the ‘‘ London 
Solicitor’s” contention. The term, ‘‘the Old Man of the 
Sea,” was an expression of the Lord Chancellor's, copied into 
the Times ; and we think that his lordship’s uniform courtesy 
and attention to the solicitors, as a body, sufficiently dis- 
proves any idea that he meant the remark in the sense in 
which our correspondent seems to have understood it. We 
are not disposed to defend the general tone of the Daily 
Telegraph, which, however, we take to be exceptional; but 
we consider the remark about ‘‘dancing with attorneys’ 
daughters” to be a side-cut at that extension of family con- 
nexions, sometimes degenerating into nepotism, which is 
so rapidly on the increase between the bar and the solicitors, 
and which arises from the very fact that so large a propor- 
tion of the latter body now are—whatonce they were not— 
socially on an equality with the former ; it is a result of the 
fact that solicitors ave gentlemen, not a rebuke upon them 
for not being so. 

We cannot think that the remarks upon ‘American 
generals, ex-attorneys” come to more than this:—that a man 
who has been brought up in one profession is not likely to 
turn out immediately fitted for the chief position in 
another. A good attorney is not likely to bea ‘‘heaven- 
born” general, 

Our remarks about what took place 180 years ago alluded 
only to the question whether the position of attorneys was or 
not 5 a to imply social degradation, not to the interfer- 
ence of Government officials. We still think that gratuitous 
labour must be, or rapidly become, perfunctory; but we 
agree with our correspondent that if the government clerks 
neglect their business proper to attend to the private ‘coach 
ing” of applicants for extra fees, that is a gross evil, amount- 
ing to a fraud upon the public purse. But we are not 
satistied that such is, at least as yet, the case.—Ep. S. J.] 





THE EXAMINATION QUESTIONS—CONVEYANCING, No. 18. 

Sir,—I cannot but think the answer of your correspondents 
to this question (ante, p. 42) is erroneous. If you read the 
question (p. 40), you will find that A., the donee of the 
power, exercises his power by appointing to C., and accord- 
ingly the legal estate must vest in the latter by virtue of 
the operation of the Statute of Uses. The use to B. is a use 
limited upon a use, and will merely give B. an equitable 
fee. (See Williams on Real Property, 5th ed. p. 256.) I 
think you will concur with me. Possibly your correspon- 
dents may have misread the question. J. T. SARGENT. 

Louth, Dee. 2. 


[We take it that this will depend upon a mere question of 
form; but if the sale be to B., and a conveyance be taken as 
described in the question, we think the legal estate will vest 
in B; aliter, if there be an appointment, ‘‘to the use of 
C. and his heirs to the use of B. and his heirs.” In the 
first case, A. purports to sell owt of his estate; the use declared 
is the use limited.—Ep. S. J.] 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Tuomas WIGHT, of 29, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Gentleman, 
to be a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 
ments of married women in Middlesex, London, and the 
city and liberties of Westminster. 





PROVINCES. 


LIVERPOOL COURT OE BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner PERRY.) 
Dec. 3.—Jn ve Isaae Archer.—This bankrupt was a 
nurseryman and gardener at Tranmere. The adjudication 
of bankruptcy took place on the 11th November last, and 
the first meeting of creditors was held on the 25th of the 
same month. At that meeting it was resolved by the 
creditors present that the estate should be wound up under 





‘*perfunctory:” how can you say that with Dr, Dunn’s 


a deed of arrangement, and that no further proceedings 
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should be taken in bankruptcy. This resolution having 
been reported by the registrar as duly passed, was sub- 
yitted to the Court, and its terms appearing reasonable, 
uid caleulated to benefit the general body of creditors, an 
order was made confirming the same, and staying the 
proceedings in bankruptcy for a week, to aiford time for the 
execution of the deed. A meeting was held on Friday last 
for the deed to be produced to the Court, and for creditors 
to be heard in support of or in opposition to its terms, and 
for the Court to satisfy itself that the deed had been duly 
executed. 

Mr. Grattan, of Birkenhead, attended on behalf of the 
bankrupt, and produced the deed, signed by three-fourths in 
number and value of the unsecured creditors, and also an 
iffidavit of the value of the property assigned. 

His Honovr, referring to the deed, remarked upon the 
absence of any assent on the part of the secured creditors. 

Mr. Grattan contended that, as they held property of 
greater value than the amount of their debts, it was not 
necessary to obtain their assent. 

His Honour said the authorities upon the subject were 
conflicting, but he would consider the question and give 
his judgment on Monday. 

Dec. 5. —His Honovk said, in this case the deed of arrange- 
ment would have been, as is required by the 187th section 
of the Bankruptcy Act, signed by ‘‘ three-fourths in number 
and value of all the bankrupt’s creditor,” but for a mortgage 
debt of £518, secured to the Birkenhead Permanent Benefit 
Building Society upon the freehold premises belonging to the 
bankrupt. It has been for some time a moot question 
whether a secured creditor should sign the deed for the whole 
amount of his debt or only the unsecured portion of it. The 
Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849, contained in the 
224th section an express provision that the secured creditor’s 
debt should be reckoned only for the unsecured balance of it. 
That portion of this Act has been repealed, and nothing has 
been substitnted for itin the Bankruptcy Act, 1861; but the 
Lord Chancellor has provided for it by an order of the 22nd 
of May, 1862, and has expressed his opinion in more than 
one case that the proper mode of computing the secured 
creditor’s debt for the purpose of deeds of arrangement is 
that the creditor should be reckone1 for the part of his debt 
which is unsecured. On the other hand, the Lords Justices, 
in Re Shettle, 11 W. R. 158, had decided that, in ascertain- 
ing the proportion of assenting creditors, the secured creditor 
is to be reckoned for the full amount of his debt. This de- 
cision has been followed by the Court of Common Pleas in 
the case of Turquand v. Moss, 12 W. R. 960, where Chief 
Justice Erle, adverting to the omission of the proviso in the 
224th section of the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849, 
from the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, said—‘‘It may be well 
worthy the attention of those who have to construe the 
latter statute, to say what the intention of the Legislature 
was in leaving it out.” Considering, then, as is said by 
Lord Justice Turner in Re Shettle, that the construction of 
the Act cannot be altered or atiected by any general order, 
and that the weight of authority is in favour of reckoning 
the whole debt of a secured creditor, and not the unsecured 
portion of it only, in ascertaining the amount of assents, | 
feel bound to yield to the authorities cited, especially as, in 
consequence of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, having left their 
former jurisdiction to the common law courts, any one of the 
non-assenting creditors, of whom there are, 1 believe, several, 
can immediately contest the validity of the deed as regards 
himself in those courts, and must declare that the deed in 
question has not been duly entered into and executed, and 
that therefore the proceedings in bankruptcy must be re- 
sumed. 








SCOTLAND. 


COURT OF SESSION. 

Dec. 3.—The Yelverton Marriage Case.—This case was 
called to-day at the First Division of the Court of Session, 
for the purpose of hearing parties on the respective motions 
of Major Yelverton and the pursuer, mentioned last week.” 
The pursuer practically asks the Court to suspend the judg- 
ment of the Pe of Lords, and re-open the whole cause on 
new evidence. 

Mr. Campbell Smith, for the pursuer, acknowledged that 
the motion he now made was quite unprecedented. It had 
never been granted in any previous case, but, on the other 


* 9 Sol. Jour, 105, 
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hand, it had never been refused. What the pursuer asked 
leave to do was to lodge a condescendence of facets which had 
come to her knowledge since the final judgment. The sub- 
stance of it was, that Major Yelverton, on a visit to his 
brother Frederick, when on his death-bed, admitted that he 
had married the pursuer in Scotland. They should prove 
that Major Yelverton visited his brother during his last 
illness, and then the dying brother complained to him of the 
double marriage, and asked him how, after what had passed 
between him and Miss Longworth in Scotland and Ireland, 
he could have married another woman, Mrs. Forbes. Major 
Yelverton replied that it wes a sad thing to have done so, 
but that it could not be helped now, and that at the time he 
married Miss Longworth he had no intention of marrying 
Mrs. Forbes, or anybody but Miss Longworth. That was 
the substance of the conversation which they undertook to 
prove. It had reached them in as trustworthy a way as it 
was possible to get such information. The nurse who had 
attended Frederick Yelverton on his death-bed died in the 
Sick Children’s Hospital in Dublin, in 1862; but before her 
death she communicated to the chaplain of the hospital 
what she had heard take place between the two brothers, 
They heard nothing of this statement until the reversal of 
the decision of the Court of Session by the House of Lords, 
the clergyman believing that the evidence was unimportant. 
It was also shown by the evidence of at least one gentleman 
in the confidence of the deceased Frederick Yelverton, that 
he believed his brother had married the pursuer in Scotland, 
a belief founded on communications from Major Yelverton, 
after the marriage with Mrs. Forbes. This person was Mr. 
Biggs, of Banagher, then land agent of Lord Avonmore. 
The statement by Frederick was that his brother had made 
a perfect fool of himself by marrying Mrs. Forbes; and, 
further, that his belief of the marriage with Miss Longworth 
was induced by a conversation with Major Yelverton. We 
are also prepared to prove that Frederick had made similar 
acknowledgments to other persons. 

The Lord PresipENt.—You are to prove that Frederick 
believed that Major Yelverton had married Miss Longworth, 
and that he based his belief on information he had received 
from Major Yelverton ? 

Mr. Smith.—We believe that other witnesses besides Mr. 
Biggs can be found to speak to it. Frederick left a widow, 
who, we believe, would be able to speak to it; but we areas 
yet unable to tell what she would say, as she is on friendly 
terms on the other side. At any rate, the new evidence we 
now offer is, I submit, evidence which would have led to a 
different final judgment in the case, as supplying what was 
chiefly desiderated by the judges in the Court of Appeal— 
namely, serious acknowledgments of marriage. A more 
serious acknowledgment cannot possibly be conceived than 
the one we have set forth here. A death-bed is always a 
place where one may be expected to be serious, more especially 
at a brother’s. That is a place consecrated by everythin 
which could make any place sacred, not merely by natura 
affection, but by the presence of 

That shadow cloaked from head to foot, 

That keeps the keys of all the creeds. 
1, therefore, submit that that would have been a most 
valuable piece of evidence, and that it ought to be admitted 
to proof. 

Mr. Gordon, for Major Yelverton, submitted that the 
remits of the House of Lords were judgments which the 
Court of Session must implicitly carry out. There had been 
many litigants who had been obstinately persistent in their 
applications to this Court, but there was no case ofan appli- 
cation like this made after a final judgment in the cause; 
they had no alternative but to put on record the judgment of 
the House of Lords. He held that there was no case for the 
introduction of res noviter. The pursuer might by reason- 
able diligence have discovered any statement made by Major 
Yelverton; but she did not use that diligence, and had been 
content to take judgment upon the record which had been 
presented, so that it was too late now to put in this applica- 
tion. If this was allowed, where was it to end ? 

The Lord-Advecate replied for the pursuer. He contended 
that the allegations were distinct, and must be held as true at 
this stage. They were also material and important. Can 
there be a doubt, he said, that if Sarah Mallins attended 
Frederick Yelverton on his death-bed, and if she on her 
death-bed made that statement as to the reading of the mar- 
riage service, that would have had a most material bearing 
on the subject-matter of the suit? As to the question 
whether your lordships would have believed Sarah Mallins’s 
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statement or not, that isa matter we need not enter into here; 
but if you would have believed it, then that would have 
given just the turning point to the whole case; for if that 
conversation was truly heard and truly repeated, there would 


have been no doubt of the truth of the landlady’s evidence of 


what took place on that occasion, and it would have given 
an aspect to the whole evidence most materially in favour of 
the pursuer. His lordship proceeded to say that if the alle- 
gaticns were suflicient to entitle the pursuer to reduce * the 
judgment, they were sufficient to entitle her to interpose be- 
fore the judgment was applied. 

The Lorp Presrpenr stated that judgment would be given 
next week, 

The following are the affidavits on which the pursuer 
moved :— 

].—Affidavit of the Rev. Edward George Campbell, A.M. 

**T, Edward George Campbell, A.M., Clerk, rector of 
Kilderry, in the diocese of Ossory, make oath and say-—That 
in the year 1861, and about the beginning of the year 1862, 
I visited on several occasions a person ealled Sarah Mallins, 
who was a patient in the Meath Hospital, Dublin, aud in 
which she died early in the month of January. 1 attended 
her as her clergyman, she being then in a dying state, and 
had several conversations with her, in the course of which 
she informed me that she had attended on the late Hon. 
Frederick Yelverton in his last illness, which terminated in 
death, in or about the month of February, 1860 ; that he ex- 
pressed much uneasiness of conscience at the part he had 
taken with his brother, Major Yelverton, in relation to the 
marriage of the latter. She also stated that she heard the 
said Frederick Yelverton say to the said Major Yelverton, 
‘We are ruined by your marriage with Mistress Forbes. How 
could you take her after reading the marriage service with 
Miss Longworth in Scotland, and afterwards being again 
married in Ireland?’ That the said Major Yelverton replied, 
‘It is a sad thing to have acted so, but it can’t be helped 
now. When I read that marriage service with her, I had 
fully resolved to have her as my wife, and it was to satisfy 
her importunities I renewed it again in Ireland. I had no 
thought of deserting her then, or to marry Mistress Forbes, 
or we reg a And I say that the said Sarah Mallins ap- 
peared to me to speak with candour, and I have remembered 
what she said distinctly, and have given the substance of it 
correctly and accurately.” 

II.—Affidavit of William Biggs, of Bannagher. 

“The affidavit of William Biggs, of Banagher, in the 
King’s County, in Ireland, who, being duly sworn this 
nineteenth day of October, 1864, A. D., maketh oath and 
says—That I am over thirty years of age; that I have 
for many years been most intimately acquainted with Lord 
Avonmore and his family; that I had been agent over his 
estates in Ireland for some years prior to the death of 
Frederick Yelverton, second son of Lord Avonmore; and 
that one the time in which I was agent as aforesaid I 
permanently resided at Bellisle, and associated with the 
Yelverton family there ; that I was acting agent and residing 
at Bellisle when William Charles Yelverton, third son of 
Lord Avonmore, effected a marriage with a certain Emily 
Forbes ; that I perfectly recollect Frederick Yelverton, 
brother to the said William, going to Scotland about the 
time of said marriage between the said William and Emily 
Forbes ; that I fully and distinctly recollect that some tinie 
in the year A, p. 1858, said Frederick Yelverton told me 
that his brother William Yelverton had made a perfect fool 
of himself; that he had married a Mrs. Forbes (meaning 
Emily Forbes aforesaid) while in reality he was married to 
« Miss Theresa Longworth, with whom he (William) had 
contracted a legal Scotch marriage priorily ; that in fre- 
quent subsequent conversations which I have had with the 
said Frederick Yelverton, he, the said Frederick, told me, 
that beyond all manner of doubt his brother William had 
positively married Miss Theresa Longworth according to all 
the requirements of Scotch law, and had been living with her 
as his wife in Scotland ; that he (Frederick) had come to these 
eonclusions from the statement William made to him in 
regard to his marriage with the said Theresa Longworth, in 
which he, the said William, detailed the facts of his Seoteh 
marriage with Miss Theresa Longworth, and acknowledged 
to him, the said Frederick, that said Scotch marriage had 
really taken place between him, William Charles Yelverton, 
and. the said Theresa Longworth ; and that the said several 
admissions and statements of said William, and his acknow- 


* Angliec, vacate, 
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ledements in reference to said Scotch marriage with Miss 
Theresa Longworth, did impress and convince the said 
Frederick with the full conviction that William’s marriage 
with Theresa Longworth, as afore-mentioned, was a valid, a 
perfect, and duly accepted marriage according to the laws 
of Scotland.” 








IRELAND. 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Befoke the full Court.) 

Nov. 25.—Kemp y. Canavan.—The action in this case 
was for troyer, and conversion of a cargo of grass seed eon- 
signed by the-defendant, a seed merchant in Newry, to a 
Mr. Surcomb, at Exeter, and the bill of lading for which 
was endorsed by the latter to the plaintiff. Subsequently 
Mr. Sureomb became insolvent, and on this fact coming 
to the defendant’s knowledge, he stopped the goods before 
the vessel on board of which they were shipped, and which 
was detained by contrary winds, left Carlingford Bay. A 
trial was had at the last after sittings before Baron Fitz- 
gerald, and a verdict returned for the plaintiff; but the 
defendant obtained, during the present term, a conditional 
order to set aside the verdict, on the ground of misdirection 
on the part of the learned judge who tried the case, and the 
arguments on the motion to make the order absolute took 
place on Tuesday last. 

The Lorp Carer Baron delivered the unanimons judg- 
ment of the Court, refusing the motion, with costs. He 
said that, as he understood the counsel for the defendant, 
it was contended that, under the first section of the Bills of 
Tading Act, 18 & 19 Vict. e. 111, which transferred to the 
endorsee of a bill of lading the same rights and liabilities as 
if the contract contained in the bill of lading had been made 
with himself, the consignor or owner had a right to stop the 
goods in tvansitu on the insolvency of the consignee, 
although the consignee had previously endorsed the bill of 
lading to a bond fide purchaser for value, without notice of 
the insolvency. Such an interpretation was opposed both to 
the recitals and the enactments of the statute, which clearly 
showed that the object of the Legislature was to extend and 
not to abridge the rights of endorsees and the protection the 
law had theretofore afforded them. The right of stoppage 
in transitu did not arise out of the contract in the bill of 
lading, but was entirely collateral to it. It arose from the 
relation of vendor and vendee, and the Legislature would 
not otherwise than by express enactment make so large and 
important a change in commercial law. There was no 
ground whatever for disturbing the verdict. 

Counsel for the plaintiff—Messrs. J. E. Walsh, Q.C., and 
O'Driscoll, Counsel for the defendant—Messrs, Dovse, 
Q.C., and Phillips, means 

Tae ANNUAL CertiricAte Dury upon Sonicrrors. 

The strong feeling which exists amongst the Irish solicitors 
against this tax was manifested in a very decided manner 
at the half-yearly meeting of the Incorporated Society of 
the Attorneys and Solicitors of Ireland. The meeting was 
held in the hall of the Solicitors’ Building, Four Courts ; 
the president, Arthur Barlow, Esq., in the chair. The 
anomalous position of the members of the profession, in 
their being compelled by law to pay an annual sum to the 
revenue before they could follow their profession, was 
brought under consideration, and, after a protracted dis- 
cussion, a resolution upon the subject was, on the motion of 
Mr. Arthur Ellis, seconded by Mr. Maerory, adopted with- 
out a dissentient voice. This resolution calls upon the 
Council of the society to use renewed exertion to obtain the 
repeal of the stamp duty on attorneys’ certificates. 

The interest felt in the matter may be gathered from some 
expressions of opinion which have appeared since the 
meeting in the morning papers. It will be seen by the 
following letters that the exertions already made in this 
matter by the Solicitors’ Jowrnal are known and appreciated 
amongst the Irish members of the profession:— 

To the Editor of the Freeman, 

Sir,—There can be little doubt that if some organised 
line of action for obtaining the relief of the attorney 
profession from this vexatious impost be proposed at the ad- 
journed meeting of the Incorporated Society on the 12th 
instant, the general feeling of the profession both in town 
and country would go heartily with it. Let it be remem- 
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bered that not long since a petition to the House of Com- 
mons was prepared, through the exertions of the Solicitors’ 
Journal, and I have now before me the number of that 
valuable organ of the profession in which are the names of 
the Irish solicitors who signed that document. Half a dozen 
names taken at random from the long array of respectable 
men who signed the Irish petition will show that it is 
no mere matter of pounds, shillings, and pence, but a sense 
of injustice, which creates the demand for the repeal of this 
unfair tax. Who in Ireland stand higher than (for exam- 
ple) John Macnamara Cantwell, Alderman Redmond Car- 
roll, Vesey Daly, Macrory Boyd & Macrory? These and 
other men of known respectability, as Molloy & Watson, 
Alma & Hackett, Edward Nugent, James M. Abbott, T. 
Rogers, P. Lawless, and plenty more, are to be found record- 
ing their objection to the continuation of this oppressive 
duty.* This petition was afterwards presented to the House 
of Commons by Sir Hugh Cairns, and it lies upon the pro- 
fession to follow up that movement. The Irish branch of 
the profession should not wait for their English brethren 
to move, but should rather lead the way. A large number 
of the Irish bar occupy seats in Parliament, and _ these 
gentlemen would readily enter into the views of their 
attorney friends, and give hearty exertions to further them. 
Besides Sir Hugh Cairns, we conld reckon upon the help of 
the following Queen’s counsel:—Sir Colman O’Loghlen, 
Mr. Whiteside, Mr. Longfield, Mr. George, Mr. Macdonogh, 
and Mr. Butt; and, though no longer actively engaged in 
practice, Sir Patrick O’Brien, Mr. J. F. Maguire, Mr. 
Vincent Scully, Mr. Cogan, and others, who belong to the 
noblesse de la robe, may be reckoned on as safe to give their 
good offices. Then Mr. P. M‘Mahon, Sir George Bowyer, 
and Mr. Pope Hennessy are not without interest in Irish 
attorney constituents, and ‘‘though last not least,” the 
courteous attention and kindly feeling of owr Attorney- 
General may safely be reckoned upon in any matter affecting 
the profession. Here, then, is a good body of friends to 
hack up any representations addressed to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and no time should be lost in organising a 
vigorous movement. 

Dec. 2. 

In another paper the following has appeared :— 
Tue REPEAL OF THE Duty on Soricrrors’ CrrriFicares. 

To the Editor of Saunders’s News-Letter. 

Sir,—.As one of the numerous body of Irish solicitors who 
signed the petition he ips the above subject to Parliament, 
last year, I would wish to throw out, for the consideration of 
my brethren, before the Incorporated Society re-assembles on 
the 12th instant, the question—whether the profession at 
large should rest content with the action taken at the meet- 
ing of the 26th ult.? The strong feeling against the tax was 
plainly manifested. One speaker denounced the impost as 
‘ oppressive and unjust ;” another spoke of it as ‘that de- 
grading stigma that no other profession was subjected to ;” 
a third well said “it was a monstrous thing that gentlemen 
should have to pay an annual sum for following their pro- 
fession ;” whilst the whole question was summarised by a 
speaker who asked ‘‘ why attorneys should carry the stamp 
of degradation about them like pedlars or hawkers at a fair, 
because if they did not produce their licence they would not 
be permitted to act?” The result was an unanimous resolu- 
tion, requesting the Council ‘‘to take steps to obtain a re- 
peal of the duty on attorneys’ and solicitors’ certificates.” 
But certain influential and active gentlemen seemed to think 
that our office at this side of the channel was to back up the 
operations of the Incorporated Society of London. But, sir, 
[ read in the Solicitors’ Journal the following statement:— 
‘That movement (/. ¢. that which produced the reduction of 
the tax in 1853), however, was wholly in the hands of the 
Incorporated Law Society, the majority of whose Council 
were probably at heart but lukewarm advocates of total 
abolition.”+ In the same article I read further on— 
“In a word, the tax is large and heavy enough to 
be a serious burden to the honest, but is of no effect as 
a barrier to the dishonest. The number of practitioners who 
are tich and prosperous enough to disregard the tax is not 
very great, and the number of those who harbour the 
exploded fallacy to which we have referred, is, perhaps, still 
smaller, and, outside the metropolis, inappreciable. They 
are not, however, without em weight and influence in the 
counsels of the Incorporated Law Society, and it is therefore 
a matter of prudence, if not indeed of necessity, for those 

* 7 Sol. Jour, 542, 562. 47Sol. Jour. 522, 
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who feel the burden to act for themselves.” Now, sir, I 
desire to — of the Incorporated Law Society of 
London with every respect; they deserve it, for they 
have done and are doing much to uphold the honour 
and dignity of the profession; but if their Council 
give but a “lukewarm” aid to the repeal movement, it lies 
with us, who hold warm opinions on the necessity for total 
abolition of the tax, not to follow in their wake, but to 
lead the way. I would propose, therefore, prompt and 
energetic action on the part of the Irish attorneys. Let a 
committee be formed; let a conierence be requested with 
the Irish M.P.’s who belong to cither branch of the pro- 
fession-—several practising as well as non-practising barristers 
and some solicitors (1 believe) hold seats in Parliament. 
Let their advice be taken as to the line of action to be 
followed, either by deputation to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, or by petition and uicion in the House of 
Commons. Such vigorous action will help any movement 
made by our brethren in England and Scotland, who, no 
doubt, will gladly and gratefully recognise that lrishmen 
can show an example of self-reliance. Let us follow the 
advice of the Solicitors’ Journal, and act for ourselves. 
ent A Sonterror, 
ReGisrry APPEALS, 

The Cowt of Exchequer Chamber has been engaged, 
during the past and present week, hearing appeals from 
decisions of chairmen of counties, wpon the revision at the 
last sessions of the voters’ lists. The following judges 
constituted the court: O'Brien, Hayes, and Fitzgerald, 
Justices ; Fitzgerald, Hughes, and Deasy, Barons. 

On Saturday their lordships gave judgment in the follow- 
ing cases, by the decision in which between two and three 
hundred votes in the county of Dublin are affected :—Par 
kinson, Appellant, v. Brophy, Respondent ; Same, Appellant, 
v. Aird, Respondent ; Hamilton, Appellant, v. Newcombe, 
Respondent. ‘These were appeals from the decisions of the 
Hon. Mr. Trench, chairman of the county Dublin. The 
questions were similar in all the cases, and arose upon a 
state of facts which were substantially the same. 

It appeared that certain notices of objection served on the 
clerk of the peace were dated the 13th of August, 1864. 
The evidence as to the signature to these notices was to 
the effect that it was not certain whether they had heen 
signed on the 13th of August or a day or two afterwards. 
The chairman's decision was stated by himself in these 
terms—‘‘It was contended that the notices were insufficient, 
and I was of opinion that as they were not proved to be 
signed on the day they bore date, they were bad.” 

The point at issue was, whether the appellant was bound 
in the court below to prove affirmatively that the notices 
which purported to be signed on the 13th of August were 
not, in fact, signed one or two days subsequently. The 
appellant contended that the chairman made a mistake in 
point of law in making such a ruling, as the presumption 
was, that the notices were signed on the day they bore date. 
The qnestions for the decision of the Court were:-- 
whether a notice of objection to « claimant should be signed 
on the day on which it bore date ? whether they should be 
dated before being handed to the clerk of the peace? and 
whether it was necessary for an objector to prove affirma- 
tively that he signed the notice of objection on the day on 
which it bore date? The chairman had decided in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. Baron Deasy, in delivering judgment, said he was of 
opinion that the decision of the chairman of the county 
Dublin was right. The question depended upon the true 
construction of the 26th section of the Parliamentary Voters’ 
Act, * and the form of objection No. 12 in the schedule to that 
Act. The 26th section required the party objecting to 
serve on the party objected to a notice according to the 
form in schedule 12, and that such notice should be signed 
by the party objecting. By the 15th section the schedule 
was aeceoal part of the Act. His lordship stated the form 
of objection, in which there are blanks for the date. It 
was admitted by counsel for the appellant that, taking the 
section and the form together, the Act required that the 
notice should contain the date. It was contended, however, 
that it was not necessary that the notice should contain the 
accurate date, for it was immaterial on what precise date 
between the intervals mentioned in the Act the notice was 
actually signed by the objector. He could not concur in that 
argument. When an Act of Parliament required, as it was 


* 13 & 14 Vict. c. 69, Ireland; 6 Vict. c. 18, s. 7, England. 
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admitted this Act required, that the notice should state its 
date—that was, the day on which it was signed—one would 
presume primd facie that it was for the purpose of giving infor- 
mation to the party served of the exact date on which notice was 
served,and that the Legislature did not contemplate an imagi- 
nary date like thatin thiscase. It had been contended that 
it was immaterial what was the date of the notice of objec- 
tion, provided it were within the limits to which he had 
referred, That was not the question for the Court. Their 
duty was to decide what the Act required, and not to dis- 
cuss what were the reasons of the Legislature for so requir- 
ing. The No. 2 case before the Court illustrated the 
difficulty of holding that the Act did notrequire the accurate 
date. The objection was dated the 10th of August, the list 
was not published till the 10th. The claimant contended 
that the objection was bad. The objector sought to get rid 
of that objection by proving that the objection was not signed 
till after the 10th. He expressed no opinion as to whether 
the objection in that case was valid or not, further than as 
to the inconvenience which might result from the doctrine 
contended for the appellant, to date a notice on one day and 
prove that it was signed on another. Independently of any 
consideration of convenience or inconvenience, he rested his 
judgment on the words of the Act, the form given in the 
schedule, and the decisions upon a similar English statute, 
which left no doubt on his mind. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald, Mr. Baron Hughes, and Mr, Baron 
Fitzgerald concurred. 

Mr. Justice Hayes dissented. He said it was quite plain 
the notice ought to bear a perfect date, but then questions 
arose Whether the precise and true date was material, and 
whether the form may be strictly observed. In his opinion, 
it was not necessary to fix the exact time of signing the ob- 
jection, provided it was between the publication of the lists 
and the last day allowed for serving objections. The only 
other object of the date was to fix the objector's place of 
abode at the time the notice purported to have been signed, so 
that if on inquiry it was found that the objector was not 
resident at the place described in the notice on that day, 
then, on proof of that, the objection would fall to the ground. 
‘To insist upon the very date of the actual signing of the ob- 
jection might, in reference to this second object, lead to 
great inconvenience. It would be better for the voter to 
have stated in the notice the usual place of abode of the ob- 
jector. His lordship said he thought the notices were defi- 
cient in all the cases. 

Mr. Justice O’Brien said that in all these cases he con- 
curred in the opinion of the majority of the Court. The 
decision of the Court should be that in all the cases the de- 
cision of the assistant-barrister should be affirmed. The names 
would remain on the list as he left them; but as the points 
were points of great difliculty and novelty, and there being 
a difference of opinion, the Court did not think they ought 
to give costs. 

Longfield, Appellant, v. O'Connor, Respondent.—This was 
an appeal from the decision of Mr. Kane, Q.C., chairman 
of the East Riding of the county of Cork, made at the 
revision for the borough of Mallow. The appellant was 
registered as a £50 freeholder. It appeared that he for- 
merly received out of the premises £52 10s. a-year, but had 
abated the rent, and for some years had only received £40 
a-year. The objector argued that, as the appellant had not 
the qualification described on the register, his name should 
be struck off. On the other side, it was argued that the 
register might be amended by changing the £50 to £40, 
‘The chairman had struck off the name. 

Counsel for the appellant contended that as the law now 
conferred the franchise upon a freeholder of £20 and up- 
wards, the figures £50 were not an essential part of the 
qualification, and that it was competent for the barrister to 
have altered the description and retained the name, 

The Court reversed the decision of the assistant-barvrister, 
and admitted the voter. 

In some other cases which were argued, the Court have 
reserved judgment, 

Srr Tuomas Henry. 

In making the announcement of this magistrate’s new 
dignity,* the Dublin Freeman’s Journal says:—** We can 
elaita Sir Thomas Henry as a fellow-countryman. He is the 
son_of the late David Henry, Esq., one of the eminent firm 
of Henry, Mullins, & MacMahon. by whom so many great 
public works in Ireland were carried out. This is the first 
we ; * 9 Sol. Jour, 92, Pate 
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oceasion on which such a dignity was conferred on a magis- 

trate of his rank, and we are proud to think that it has been 

to an Irishman that the dignity has thus been in the first 

instance accorded.” 
Intso RaiLwaAy Business, 

The following is a list of the plans and sections for new 
railways and extensions of Irish railways deposited with the 
Board of Trade up to eight o’clock on Wednesday evening, 
Nov. 30, the last hour up to which, in compliance with the 
standing orders, the plans could be deposited, There are 
349 altogether for the United Kingdom, which is an increase 
of 41 over that of last year :—Banbridge Extension ; Belfast 
Central; Bray and Enniscorthy; Clonmel, Lismore, and 
Dungarvan; Cork, Midleton and Fermoy, and Lismore ; 
Dublin Metropolitan Junction ; Dublin Port ( Tramways) ; 
Dublin, Rathmines, and Rathgar; Dublin Trunk Connect- 
ing (City Extension) ; Dublin Trunk Connecting (Deviation, 
&ec.); Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford; Dublin, Clontarf, 
and Dollymount Tramway; Dublin Metropolitan Junction ; 
Dublin Suburban ; Dundrum, Foxrock, and Kingstown Junc- 
tion; Fermoy and Lismore; Kilrush and Kilkee Railway 
and Poulnaskerry Reclamation ; Limerick and North Kerry 
Junction ; Navan and Kingscourt ; New Ross and Ballyellen 
Railways ; Newry and Greenore ; Rostrevor Extension. 





UNLAWFUL OATHS. 

The Skibbereen Eagle gives an account of the arrest of a 
lawyer’s clerk at a place called Rath, in the county of Cork, 
for administering an unlawful oath to a number of persons. 
He is to be brought before the magistrates at petty sessions, 
and in the meantime he has been admitted to bail—himself 
in £50, and two sureties in £25 each, 


FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 
FRANCE. 
Tur ELecrion Prosecution. 
Paris, Dec. 7, 1864. 

Dear Sir,—I write in great haste to inform you of the re- 
sult of the trial of the thirteen, or, as they are facetiously 
styled, the thirteen-twenty, by an allusion to the name of a 
hospital for the blind, called the Quénze-vingts, or Fifteen- 
twenty. Thirteen persons only were, as you no doubt re- 
member, prosecuted before the Correctional Police for having 
formed an association, which the law makes penal only when 
composed of more than twenty. Among these were 
members of the Chamber of Deputies, and also young members 
of the Paris, or that of the Court of Cassation, several of 
whom were laureates of the Paris School of Law. They had 
been found guilty by the Sixth Chamber of the Tribunal of 
Correctional Police, and condemned each to 500f. fine. An 
appeal was entered against that judgment, and was to he 
heard on the 24th November. On that day the Court sat; 
amidst a crowded audience, the report upon the case was 
made by one of the judges, M. Lafaulotte. Immediately 
after the conclusion of the statement of the learned judge, 
M. Senard, formerly Presideit of the Constituent Assembly, 
and Minister of the Interior, rose, and on behalf of himself, 
of M. Cremieux (likewise of the bar, and member of the 
Provisional Government), of Pelletan, member of the Cham- 
her of Deputies, and several others whg had been named by 
the Tribunal, in its judgment, as having formed part of the 
association arraigned, and completing the number thereof, 
put in a motion to he allowed to interplead before the Court, 
as having been improperly held guilty by the judgment of 
a misdemeanour without having been parties In the case. 
The Court, after having heard M. Salle, Advocate-General, 
against the motion, and M. Cremieux, in a most vigorous 
reply, put off deciding on the matter till the judgment on the 
whole case. ‘The next day the Court was to hear the appel- 
lants ; but M. Marie, who was to open the ease, being unwell, 
the case was adjourned till the following Wednesday, On that 
day, as well as on the following Thursday, Friday, and Satur- 
day, the judgment was assailed with the greatest energy and 
power by several of the most eminent members of the 
French bar, among whom MM. Berryer, Favre, Dufaure, and 
Hebert, were conspicuous for theirgreat eloquence, no less than 
for the high political positions they have ocenpied. There 
was no lack of the sternest strictures upon the prosecutors 
and the Government, neither of which were adequately held 
to have been defended by the chief law officer of the Crown, 
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the Procureur-General, M. de Marnas. The judgment was 
given this morning. It confirms that of the Court below, 
and sets aside the motion of the ‘atervenants, or interpleaders, 
but at the same time declares that their names shall be 
struck out of the judgment. By the merest accident in the 
world, the police at the door (there was a number during 
the whole trial) prevented the greater number cof the appel- 
lants from entering, as well as their counsel, and hearing 
the judgment; and when they did sueceed in entering, 
the president of the section, M. Hatton de la Goupellitre, 
had left the court, and another president had taken his place, 
who refused to receive the bill of exceptions taken by M. 
Pieard, the depuié, one of the counsel, on the ground that 
the Court was not competent to receive them, the president 
not being the same. Much excitement was caused in our 
Westminster Hall by these circumstances. 
ALGERNON JONES, 
Advocate in the Imperial Court of Paris. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS, 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROMOTION 
OF SOCIAL SCIENCE, 

On Monday last a meeting of the Department of Juris- 
prudence and Amendment of the Law of this society was 
held at No. 1, Adam-street, Adelphi; the Attorney-General 
in the chair. 

Mr. F. 8S. Remy read a paper entitled ** Observations on 
a Digest of Law, with reference to the Address delivered at 
York by the President of the Department.” The object. of 
the paper was to discuss briefly the great question which 





had been raised by the president (Sir J, Wilde). It was | 
considered by him that the digest was the first point to be | 
attained, a codilication being considered impossible at pre- | 
sent. In that combination of case and statute law they would | 
not only have to deal with the decisions of the courts of com- | 


mon law, but chancery, admiralty, ecclesiastical, and 
bankruptey cases must all with the common law eases 
be worked up in one consistent code. The difficulty in 
preparing such a digest was to hit the right mean between 
too much generality and too much detail. He was sorry 


| subject last week, 


COURT PAPERS. 


GENERAL ORDER. 
Tur Bankruprey Act, 1861, 24 & 25 Viet. e. 134. 
Thursday, Dec. 1, 1864. 
Whereas by a General Order, dated the 22nd day ot 

February, 1862, it was ordered that every petition in form 
peuperis in the court in London, by a debtor entitled to a 
petition for adjudication of bankruptcy against himself. 
should be attested by Walter William Aldridge, the solicitor 
for petitions in formd pauperis in the said court, or by one 
of his clerks, or by the keeper of the gaol in which the debtor 
petitioning should be confined, and that the petition should 
he prepared, filed, and prosecuted by such solicitor, and 
that such solicitor should also act in bankrupteies of prison 
debtors upon adjudications made by registrars, which wer 
to be prosecuted in the said court. And whereas the pre- 
paration, filing, and prosecution of such petitions én form 
pauperis has been found to involve a very considerabl: 
charge on the account intituled ‘* The Chief Registrar’ s 
Account,” and it is no longer necessary that the said Walter 
William Aldridge should prepare, file, and prosecute such 
petitions, or act under adjudications against prison debtors 
made by the registrars. Now, it is hereby ordered that the 
aforesaid General Order, so far as it relates to the prepara- 
tion, attestation, filing, and prosecution of petitions én formed 
peuperis, and to adjudications against prison debtors, shal! 
be and the same is hereby rescinded, and that hereafter the 
said Walter William Aldridge shall, under such Genera! 
Order, only act in the said court in bankrupteies in- which 
no creditor’s assignee has been chosen. 

Westbury, C. 

Epwarp HoLroyp. 

EDWARD GOULBURN. 











Cnier JupGE IN BANKRupTey.—In au article on this 
* we stated that Mr. Commissioner Evans 
had retired from old age. It has been objected that he_ is 
dead. The facts are, that the learned Commissioner, who 


died about fifteen months ago, had about a year previous] 


the president did not refer to what appeared to him to be | 


the first want of wll—namely, the constitution of some 
permanent superintending authority. Without such an 
authority all attempts would fail ; for the work to be done 
was extensive, and required the attention of a nunber of 
capable men, acting on certain and defined principles. The 
next question was how the digest, when framed, was to be 
made authority. It could not be done by Act of Parliament, 
because the Legislature, when it spoke, laid down definite 
rules, The digest should first rest upon its intrinsic merits, 
and upon the tact of its compilation by official authority, 


retired for the reason assigned. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BUCHANAN-—On Dec. 3, at Argyll-road, Kensington, the wife of 
William Fry Buchanan, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

SMYTH-—On Sept. 19, at Williams-road, Melbourne, the wife of 
Charles A. Smyth, Esq., Barrister (formerly of Sandymount, Dablin) 
of a son. 

STEWAKT—On Dec. 6, ab Boundary-road, St. John’s-wood, the wife 
of Charles Stewart, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter, 


| TALLEY—On Nov. 29, at Beaconsfield, the wife of William Talley, 


and for greater solemnity it might be promulgated by the | 


5 
authority of the Queen in Council. Copies could be sent to 


the superior courts of law, the courts of quarter sessions, and. 


to the magistrates. When once issued, it would soon | 
| FIELD—SHAW—On Dec. 3, at Trinity Church, Kentish-to wn, Henry 


establish itself, and find a place such as that filled by Sir 
FE. Coke’s writings. 

A discussion ensued, in which Mr. Symons, Mr. Webster, 
Mr. Macqueen, Mr. G. M. Waterhouse, Mr. Waddilove, Mr. 
Hastings, Sir Culling Fardly, Mr. Wilson, and Mr. Daniel 
took part. 

The CrHarRMAN, in closing the discussion, said that in the 
few remarks he was about to make he was not going to indi- 


cate what was to be done, nor even what it was possible to | 


do, in regard to the important subject which had been 


treated with so much ability by Mr. Reilly. There was one ; 


exception which he wished to take to Mr. Reilly’s paper. 


He was startled when he heard him say that the results of | 


the labowrs of the committee to which he referred were not 
to be confirmed by Parliament. It seemed to him that in 
this country they could have no medium between that which 
was law and that which was not law. He apprehended that 
the work of such a body, after excluding doubts and getting 
rid of dead matters, should receive the sanction of Parliament. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr. H. SHIELD, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Monday, Dec. 12. 
Mr. J. N. Hieerss, on Conveyancing, Friday, Dec. 16. 





Esq., Solicitor, ofa daughter. 
WIGRAM—On Dec. 3, at Mansfield-street, the wife of Robert J. 
Wigram, Fsq., of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 
DREW—FISHER--On Oct. 22, at St. John’s, Calentta, William Drew 
Esq., to Pattie, eldest daughter of Frederick Fisher, Hsq., of 
Blackheath. 


Georgo Field, Esq., of 3, New-inn, Strand, to Emily, younger 
canghter of the late Mr. Charles Alfred Shaw, of Serles-place, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

MAHONY—COPINGER—On Nov. 26, at Kilkenny, Martin Francis, 
eldest son of Martin Mahony, Esq., Cork, to Mary, eldest daughter 
of the late Christopher Copinger, Esq., Q.C., of Abbey-view, Dalkey, 
county Dublin. 

MASSY—DEMOLEYNS—On Nov. 24, at St. Stephen’s, Dublin, George 
Eyre Massy, Esq., eldest son of Hugh Massy, Esq., of Riversdale, 
county Limerick, to Rose, eldest daughter of Thomas DeMoleyns, 
Esq., Q.C., Chairman of the county. 

PARKER— HUTTON—On Dee. 1, at Sheffield, Kenyon, second son of 
Thomas James Parker, Esq., Solicitor, Endcliffe, Sheffield, to Alice, 
only daughter of W. C. Hutton, Esq., of Sheffield. 

STEPHENSON — BOUVERIE — On Dec. 6, at Coleshill, Berkshire, 
Augustus F. W. Keppel Stephenson, Esq., of the Inner Temple, to 
Fglantine, second daughter of the Right Hon. Edward Pleydel! 
Bouverie, M.P. 








DEATHS 


' ALLAN—On Dee. 3, at Glasgow, Alexander Allan, Esq., Law Agent 


Singapore. 

CUNSEDINE-On Nov. 30, at Richmond-terrace, Clapham-road, J. 
Consedine, Esq., of Pall-Mall, Solicitor. 

FITZROY—On Dee. 2, at Upper Grosvenor-street, the Hon. Hannah 
re Fitzroy, widow of the late Right Hon. Henry Fitzroy, 
aged 48. 

LUSHINGTON—On Nov. 27, at Boulogne-sur-Mer, Charles Manners 
Lushington, Esq., aged 45. 

ROSE—On Dec. 1, at Edinburgh, James Rose, Esq., Writer to the 


Signet. 
STEPHEN—On Nov. 28, at Clifton, Henry John Stephen, Esq., Ser- 
jeant-at-Law, formerly one of Her Majesty’s Commissioners in 
_Bankruptcy,aged 78.0 
* 9Sol. Jour, 95, 
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SULLIVAN—On Nov. 25, at Dublin, <edauiie: youngest child of Wil- 
liam Sullivan. Esq., Solicitor. 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 

Brutamy, Caronine, Wandsworth-common, Widow, deceased. £50 
£3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by Louisa Bellamy, Spinster, 
administratrix. 

Caapman, Tomas, Montague-place, Bryauston-square, Esq., Rev. 
Ropvert ‘Tartor, Staffordshire, Srr Denis Lx Maxcuant, Chobham, 
Surrey, Bart., and Taomas Le Marcuant, Captain 7th Dragoon 
Guards, £1, 885 11s, 11d, £3 5s. per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by 
Sir D. Le Marchant, Bart. 

Haver, Samven, Lower Morden, Surrey, Esq. £200 Consolidated £3 
per Cent. Annuities, and one Dividend on £100 like Annnities— 
Claimed by said Samuel Hamer. 

Josurn, Aaron, Fitzroy-square, Esq., Hsxry Mosgs, Trinity-square, 
Esq., Josepn Srzaa, Stock Exchange, Esq., and Lawrence Levy, 
Finsbury-square, Esq. £90 Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities— 
Claimed by A. Joseph, Hy. Mosea, J. Sebag, and L. Levy. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Friendly Societies Dtssolbed. 
Fripay, Dec. 2, 1864, 
7 Horse _— Burial Society, Flying Horse Inn, Canterbury, 
ent. Nov 2 
Turspay, Dec. 6, 1864. 
Shipwrights’ Provident Benefit Friendly Society, Old Gibraltar 
Tavern, Evelyn-st, Deptford. Dec 3. 
Stone Female Friendly Society, Crown Hotel, Stone, Stafto: '. 
Nov 26. 
Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, Dec. 2, 1864, 
Corner, Jas, Colton, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan 17. 
Kind ersley. 
Criche, Geo, Bedminster, Somerset. Dec 23, Howe v Burton, M. R. 
Gray, Hy Geo, Holly Lodge, Southfields, Wandsworth, Colonial Broker. 
Jan 9. Perrin v Gray, M. R. 
Ibbotson, Mary Catherine, Cavendish-sq, Spinster. Dec 23. Ravenshaw 
v Acton, M.R, 
Lawton, John, Lawton-hall, Chester, Esq. Jan 12. 
. C. Stuart. 
Lee, Edwd, Thursford, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan 9. Lee v Lee, M. R. 
Mills, Lucy Frances, Brighton, Widow. Jan 11. Mills v Borthwick, 


V.C. Kindersley. 
Tuespay, Dec, 6, 1864. 


Barnes, Robt, Mawbray, Cumberland. Jan 7. Barnes v Barnes, M.R. 

Davies, John, Belle Vue-cottage, Hounslow, Gent. Jan 7. Baker v 
adgate, M. R. 

—_, Mary, Warwick, Widow. Jan 13, Chennell » Smith, V.C. 
tuart. 

Hicks, Richd, Argyle sq, Surgeon. Jan9. Hicks v Walker, M. R. 

Howarth, Robt, Whiteless, Rochdale, Joiner. Dec 17. Horrocks v 

Howarth, Registrar of Manch District. 
Robinson, Jas, an” Bedford-sq, Dentist. Jan 16. Webster v 
Tindale v 


Corner v Corner, V. C. 


Brown v Lawton, 


Robinson, V. C. Stuar 
Tindale, Sarah, poaiiinaten; York, Spinster. 
Tindale, V. Cc. Kindersley. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frrpay, Dec. 2, 1864. 

Balls, Jas, Westhall, Suffolk, Farmer. Jan 31. 
Halesworth. 

Bradburne, Fras, Lyburn, nr Lyndhurst, Hants, Esq. 
liard & Co, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Cheesman, “ann, Tonbridge, Kent, Spinster. 
Tonbridge. 

Fedden, Olcher, Bristol, Gent. Jan 2. White & Sons. 

Forder, — Winchester, Woolstapler, Feb 28, Young & Jacksons, 

ssex-S 

Galbraith, Hugh Jas, & Saml Hy Bigland, New Broad-st, Merchants. 
Nov 25. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Gardiner, Sophia, Leicester, Spinster. Jan 10. Stone & Co, Leicester. 

Hall, Eliz, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Widow. Jan 9, Thornton, 
Bishop Auckland. 

Hardie, Wm Cheetham, Wood-st, Cheapside, Warehouseman. March 
1, Langford & Marsden, Friday-st. 

King, Geo, Devizes, Wilts, Innkeeper. Dec 24, Meek, Devizes. 

McKay, Wm, Lpool, Fruit Merchant. Dec 16. Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Palmer, Joanna, Wallingford, Berks, Widow. Dec 31. Roberts & 
Simpson, Moorgate-st. 

Watkins, Wm Hy, Earl-st, Camberwell, Gent. Jan 11, 
Jermyn-s st. 

W oe Wm, Everton, Lpool, Master Mariner. Dec 24. 

pool. 
Woolnough, Hy, Ipswich, Suffolk, Architect. Dec 31. Aldous, Ipswich. 
Tusrspay, Dec. 6, 1864. 

Brazier, John, Marylebone-rd, Gunmaker. Jan 5 
ford-sq. 

Coombs, Jas Geo, Milford, Wilts, Esq. Jan 10. Hooke & Co, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fiel 

Denny, Rev Robt Day, Cheltenham, Clerk. Jan 15. Wilkin, Token- 
house-yard, 

Harper, Joseph, Whitehall, Stafford, Rim Lock Manufacturer. Jan 
2, Gough, Wolverhampton. 


Jan Il. 


Crabtree & Cross, 
Jan 2. Hil- 


Jan 20. Stenning, 


Dolman, 


Thornely, 


Lawrence, Bed- 








Hawley, Geo, eines, York, Earthenware Manufacturer. Jan 2. 
Bamforth, Rotherham. 

Haines Ges Geo, Easing Moor, Staffordshire, Farmer. Feb1. Challinor 

‘o, Li 

Jones, Hy. Cheadle, Chester, Gent. Jan 15, 

Mann, Sarah, Pontefraet, York, Spinster. 
gate- -st-bldgs, 

Marshall, Robt, Thurgoland, Silkstone, York, Coal Master. Jan 7. 
Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 

Meen, Jas, Redenhall-with-Harleston, Norfolk, Gent. wM 
& T Hazard, Harleston. 

sie Bridget Ann, Radnor, Widow. Jan 1. Humfrys, Here- 
ora, 

Phillips, Thos, Low Crosby, Cumberland, Gent. 
Saul, Carlisle. 

Rogerson, Edwd, Woodlesford, York, Gent. Feb 1. 
Leeds. 

Smith, Hy, Rotherham, York, Maltster. Jan 2. Bamforth, Rotherham. 

Smith, James Scott, Park- st, Mile-End Old Town, Fsq. March 25. 
Murray, Whitehall- ‘pl. 

Trout, Jas, Augustas-st, Cumberland Market, Hay Salesman. 
Berkeley ' & Calcott, Lincoln’s s-inn-fields. 

ag rok Edwd Harvey, Sunderland, Durham, Coach Buider. 

oun, 
Waltons \ Wm, Fleet-st, Merchant. Dee 10. 


Assigninents for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fripay, Dec. 2, 1864, 
Stott, Robt, Rochdale, Grocer. Nov ll. Standring, jun, Rochdale. 
McDonald, Wm, Long-acre, Licensed Victualler. Nov 8. Neate, 
Orchard-st, Portman-sq. 
Tvurspay, Dec. 6, 1864. 
Steele, Jas, Northwich, Chester, Draper. Aug 15. 
Accountants, Manchester. 


Breeds vegistered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripay, Dec. 2, 1864. 

Lamb, Alfred, Adolphus Austen, & Geo Taylor, East India-avenue, 
Merchants. Nov 15. Inspectorship. Reg Dec 1 

Barney, Richd, Stourbridge, Worcester, Rope Manufacturer. Noy 4. 
Conv. Reg Nov 28, 

Barney, Theophilus, Smethwick, Stafford, Iron Dealer. Noy 3. Cony. 
Reg Nov 28. 

— Hy, Billiter-st, Guano Luporter. Oct 27. 

ec 


Jepson, Manch. 
Dec 10, Vining, Moor- 


Jan 29, 


Jan 15. S&SG 


Barr & Co 


Feb 2 
Jan 7. 


Vining, Moorgate-st-bides. 


Vaughan & Sprigg, 


Comp. Reg 


Noy 26. 


Bromilow, Geo, Bolton, Lancaster, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
- 


Comp. Reg Dec 
Buckley, Robt, Luzley Brook, nr Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. 
Nov 16. Conv. Reg Dec 2. 
Cardno, John, Huddersfield, York, Confectioner. 
Dec 1. 
— John, Upper Thames-st, Paper Stainer. Nov 3. 
1. 


Nov 15. Cony. Reg 


Inspectorship. 
Reg Dec 
charles David, & Wm Charles, Aberdare, Drapers. Nov !2. Conv. 
Reg 
—, wm Turley, Oxford, Wine Merchant. 
Nov 2 
Cohen 7 Co, Newington-butts, Merchants. 
Nov 29. : 
Cooper, Jas, and Alfred Cooper, Maiden-lane, Covent-garden 
Plumbers. Nov 4. Conv. Reg Nov 30. 
Cundy, Wm, Sheffield, Engineer. Nov 5. Conv. Reg Nov 28. 
Dawes, Richd, Abbey-rd, St John’s-wood, Surgeon. Nov 15, Arrange- 
ment. Reg Nov 29. 
Dennistoun, Richd, and Alexander Mutter Dawson, Lpool, Merchants. 
Nov 30. Conv. Reg Dec 2. 
Ellerker, Wm, Princes-st, Leicester-sq, Tobacconist. Nov 29. Cony. 
Reg Dec 2, 
Elliott, Wm, Westhoughton, Lancaster, Farmer, and Hugh Bray, 
Wigan, Manufacturer. Nov 2. Conv. Reg Nov 28 
Farnie, Andrew, Sheffield, Draper. Nov 10. Conv, Reg Dec 1. 
— Francis Jas, Strand, Comm Agent. Nov 23, Comp. 


Nov 5. Conv. Reg 


Nov 26. Comp. Reg 


Reg 
Nov 19. 


Nov 8 


v 30. 

Fie John Perring, Upper East Smithfield, Gunmaker. 
Comp. Reg Nov 29, 

Gallimore, John, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Builder, 
Conv. Reg Nov 29. 

George, Fredk, Old Kent-rd, Clerk. Nov 21. Comp. Reg Dec 2. 

Greenwood, Joseph, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Paper Merchant. Novy 2 
Cony. Reg Nov 30. 

Hargreaves, Joseph, Lpool, Merchant. Noy 17. Conv. Reg Dec 

Harman, Geo Chas, South Wharf, Paddington, Merchant’s Clerk. 
Nov 28. Comp. Reg Dec 1. 

agora Thos, Devonport, Devon, Draper. Nov 2. Cony. Reg Nov 30. 
Hayter, Harry, Shirley, Millbrook, Southampton, Shoemaker. Noy 3. 
Comp. Reg Nov 30. 

Hime, Chas Fredk, & _ Fredk Milnes, Lpool, Cotton Brokers. Novy 
23. Conv. Reg Dec 

Hosack, Jas, & Jas Giri in, Lpool, Merchants. 


Nov 26. Conv. Reg 


Howard, Wm, Penge, Surrey, Nurseryman, Novy 26. Comp. Reg 
Nov 30. 

Jeffreys, Jas, and Thos Darcey, Lpool, Merchants. Nov 3. Comp, 
Reg Nov 

Kidson, John Geo, Wednesfield, Stafford, Grocer. 
Reg Dec 1. 

Krause, Louis Ferdinand Carl, Lansdowne-1d, Clarendon-rd, Notting- 
hill, Schoolmaster. Nov 24. Comp. Reg Nov 30. 

Lonsdale, Thos, Accrington, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. Nov i 
Comp. Reg Nov 29. 

— Joseph, Wigan, Lancaster, Shopkeeper. 

ov 30. 

Lucas, Jas, Stone, Stafford, Draper. 

McIntosh, David, Birm, Seedsman. Nov 4. Comp. 

Maughan, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. 
Reg Nov 29. 


Nov 16. Comp. 


Nov 14. Cony, Reg 


Nov7. Conv. Reg Nov 30. 
Reg Noy 30 
Nov 14. Cony. 
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Matthew, Hy Richd, Gt Tower-st, Wine Merchant. Nov 7. Conv, 
Reg 

Moorhouse, Geo, Burnley, La ter, Manufact 
Reg Dec 

Moretti, ae Cassera, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Jeweller, Nov 4. 
Conv. Reg Dec 2. 

Morgan, “rid John, Tavistock-st, Strand, Publisher. Nov 4. Comp. 
Reg 

Newall, Din Smethwick, Stafford, Grocer. 





er. Nov 8. Conv. 





Nov 10. Asst. Reg 

Py Edgar, Fredk Carson, and Ambrose Emerson, Gresham-house, 
Old Broad-st, Merchants. Nov2 Asst. Reg Nov 30. 

Osborne, Jas, Kidderminster, Worcester, Tailor. Nov 4. 
Nov 29. 

re, John Main, Old Broad-st, Chemist. 
Nov 2! 

Peel, Wm, Litchurch, Derby, Grocer’s Assistant. Nov 2, Conv. 
Nov 30. 


Cony. Reg 


Nov 7. Comp. Reg 


Reg 


Rose, ‘Wm, and Thos Crowder, Wapping, Shipwrights. Nov 2. Comp. 
Reg Nov 30. 

gy ae jun, Mark-lane, Wine Merchant. Nov 10. Comp. 
Re 

Salonen, Aaron, Church-lane, Whitechapel, Leather Merchant. 
22, Comp. Reg Nov 29. 

Samuels, Jas, Manch, Merchant. Novl. Conv. Reg Nov 29. 
Sanderson, Rey Edwd Swinden, Warwick, Clerk. Novy 17. 
Reg Dec 1. 

Sayer, Faas Heworth, York, Schoolmaster. Oct 31. 
Nov 2 

Skinner, Alex, Bolton, Lancaster, Joiner and Builder. 
Reg Nov 

Strong. Geo, Masbrough, Rotherham, York, Grocer, 


Nov 


Comp. 


Asst. Reg 


Nov 2. Conv. 


Nov 5. Conv. 
Reg Dec 

suteliffe, Whitworth, Jas Sutcliffe, & Pa Hy Sutcliffe, Shelf, Halifax, 
Dyers. Nov5. Comp. Reg Nov 

Swift, John Hy, Birkby, iiuddersticld, ~~ Comm Agent. 
Conv. Reg Nov 30. 

Tattersall, Wm, Sawley, York, Farmer. Nov 2. Asst. 

——, diy, Chesterfield, Derby, Grocer. Nov 8, 
Nov 


Nov 23. 


Reg Nov 29. 
Cony. Reg 


Nov ls. Asst. 


een, Sonik Johnston, Billiter-sq, Ship broker. 
Reg Nov 

Turner, Thos, Redditch, Worcester, Needle Maker. Nov 5. 
Reg Dec 1. 

Vincent, Robert Cock, Edgware-rd, Florist. 
Nov 30. 


Asst. 


Nov 3. Asst. Reg 
Walker, Wm, Nottingham, Tailor. Noy 15. 
Welch, Nicholson, j jun, Kye, Durham, Grocer. 


Conv. Reg Nov 29. 

Nov 29. Conv. Reg 

Nov 30. 

Wetherfield, Geo Manby, Moorgate-st, Solicitor. Nov 1. Arrangement. 

Reg Nov 29. 

White, Wm, Spalding, Lincoln, Coach Builder. Noy 2. Conv. Reg 
Nov 30, 

Wood, _ Macclesfield, Chester, Silk Manufacturer. 
Reg 

Young, David Hill, and Fredk Dealtry Lewin, Riches-ct, Lime-st, 
Merchants. Novl. Inspectorship, Reg Nov 29. 


Turspay, Dec. 6, 1864, 


Alexander, Count de St Alban, Dewsbury and Leeds, Wool and Rag 
Merchant. Nov 21. Conv. Reg Dec 6. 
Arewin, Jas, Buxton, Derby, Confectioner. 


Nov 8. Cony. 


Nov 15, Conv. Reg 


Dec 
Baines, ‘Saml, Halifax, York, Worsted Spinner. Nov 12. Cony. Reg 


Barlow, Ashton Helsall, Sale, Chester,Grocer. Nov 10. Comp. Reg 
Bartlett, John Jacob Bartlett, Lpool, Merchant. 
Dec 3. 


— Joseph Wm Noble, Walbrook, out of business. 


Nov 9. Conv, Reg 


Nov 25. Reg 

bentley, Thos Hyett, High-st Kensington. 
de 

Billett, Stephen, St George, Gloucester, Cattle Dealer. 
Reg Dec 6. 

Brinton, Geo, and Chas Geo eaision, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Inn- 
keepers. Nov 14. Comp. Reg Dec 

Buckerer, Chas Wm, Berkhempstead, Hertford, Schoolmaster. Dec 
3. Conv. Reg Dec 6. 

Butcher, Jas, Whitefriars-st, out of business, 
Dec 5. 

Cato, Peter, jun, Lpool, Comm Agent. Nov 16. Comp. 

Croskey, Joseph Rodney, M Michael’s s-alley, Merchant. 
spectorship. Reg Dec 

. mn Das Milford, i Licensed Victualler. Noy 25. Comp. 
eg 

Davis, Coleman, and i Alvarez, Spitalfields, Rag Merchants. Nov 
24. Comp. Reg De 

Elliot, Wm H, Fletcher. ‘Austin Friars. Merchant, Nov 17. Inspector- 
ship. Reg Dec 3. 

Ellis, Wm, Marylebone-rd, Watch Maker. Nov 8. Conv. Reg Dec 5, 

Faircloth, Thos Gray, W isbech, Cambridge, Baker. Nov 23. Assign- 
ment. Reg Dec 3. 

Farthing, Wm, Winchester, Nurseryman. Nov 8. Comp. Reg Dec 2. 

Fielding, John, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Dealer in Marine Stores, 
Nov 28. Comp. Reg Dec 3. 

Gillett, John, Gloucester, Engineer. Nov ll. Conv. Reg Dec 5. 

Gill, Thos Bullin, York- pl, Islington-gn, Surgeon. Noy 4. Assign- 
ment. Reg Dec 

—- Alex Hy, Essex- rd, Islington, Ironmonger. Nov 22. 
Reg 

ay ey, Frank, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Grocer. 


Nov 7. Reg 


Comp. 


Noy 9, Comp. 


Noy 28. Comp. Reg 


Reg Dec 5. 
Nov 15. In- 


Comp. 


Nov 29. Conv. Reg 


Cc 3. 
Hewlett, Andrew, London-rd, Clapton, Builder, Decl. Assignment. 
Reg Dec 5. 
Hill, Edwd, Huddersfield, York, Joiner. Nov 8. Conv. Reg Dec 3. 
Ironside, Robt Duff, Gracechurch-st, Provision Merchant. Nov 23. 
Comp. Reg Dec 6. 





Isherwood, Jas, Atherton, Lancaster, Beerseller. Nov 9. Conv. Reg 
Cc 2. 

Jay, John, Sevenoaks, Kent, Contractor. Nov 14. 
Reg Dec 

Keeling, 
Reg 

Kensie, Wm, jun, Camberwell-rd, Walworth, Stationer. 
Comp. Reg Dec 

King, John Richd, Laystall- -st, Clerkenwell, Brewer. 
Reg Dec 3. 

Lancaster, John, Preston, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. 
Asst. Reg Dec 

Lowe, Jas, Birm, Auctioneer. Nov 7. Conv. Reg Dec 

Mellwraith, Wm, Penzance, Cornwall, Outfitter. Nor a4 Conv. Reg 

ec 3. 

Manning, Wm Saml, & Chas Edwards Collyer, Fenchurch-st, Flax 
and Cotonial Fibre Brokers. Nov 29. Inspectorship. Reg Dec 3. 

Masters, Edwd, & Wm Fredk Jobbins, New Weston-st, oo anata 
Wholesale and Export Oilmen. Nov7. Conv. Reg Dec 

Mends, Hy, Clevedon, Somerset, Tailor. Nov 12. Conv. Reg Dec 5. 

Peakman, John, Gibb-st, Birm, Metal Refiner. Dec 1. Conv. Reg 
Dec 5. 

Sa ener Simeon, Manch, Job and Fent Dealer. Nov7. Conv. Reg 


Inspectorship. 
Nov 15. Conv. 
Nov 23. 
Nov 7. Asst. 


Wm, Dunkerton, Somerset, Auctioneer. 


Nov 8 


ec ! 
— ‘Thos Branson, Dec 5. Conv. 
Reg Dec 6 

Seehof, Chas, Sun-st, Bishopsgate, Picture Frame Maker. 
Comp. Reg Dec 5 

Seuder, Aron, & Gerson Sender, Hoxton-sq, Boot and Shoe Manufac- 
turers. Novl7. Arr. Reg Dec 2 

Simpson, Jas Gilliland, & David Crighton Simpson, Gracechurch-st, 
Merchants. Nov 15. Inspectorship. Reg Dec 2. 

Skinner, John, North-st, Clapham, Coach Builder. 
Reg Dec 3. 

Smith, Chas, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. 
Reg Dec 3. 

Southey, Joseph, Hendon, Middx, Butcher. 

Stevenson, ~— Sneinton, Nottingham, Blacksmith. 
Reg Dec 5. 

sete, John, Berry-edge, Durham, Grocer. 
Dec 5. 

Taylor, a Halifax, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Nov 8. Conv. 
Reg D ec 

Taylor, Geo. Hunslet, Leeds, Bookseller. Nov 14. Conv. Reg Dec 5. 

Wallwork, John, Lower Hynd, nr Bury, Lancaster, Manufacturer. 
Nov 9. as Reg Dec 6. 

Warburton, Jas, ag ea nr Bury, Lancaster, Manufacturer. 
Nov 10. Conv. Reg D 

Whitsed, Isaac, Holbe: ach, ye Gent. Nov 8s, Arr. Reg Dec 5. 

Whitehead, Jas, Bury, Lancaster, Tailor. Nov 9. Comp. Reg Dec 5. 

Wilding, John, Croston, Lancaster, Land Agent. Nov 8. Cony. 
Reg Dec 5 

Winn, Wm Heslop, Huddersfield, York, Tailor and Outfitter. 
Conv. Reg Dec 5. 

Woodhouse, “Jane, & Ann W sy Ne Basford, Nottingham, Spin- 
sters. Dec 2. Cony. Reg Dec 

Yates, John, Runcorn, Cheshire, Grocer. 


Bankruypts. 
Farpay, Dee. 2, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 

Allen, Joln, Half Moon-erescent, Barnsbury-road, Islington, Licensed 
Victualler. Pet Nov 29. Dec 21 at 12. Reed, Guildhall-chambers. 

Appleton, Jas, Moore-pk-ter, Fulham, Grocer and Cheesemonger. Pet 
Nov 30. Dec 2lat 1. Reed, Guildhall-chambers. 

Blackett, Walter, George-st, Croydon, Builder, Pet Nov 28. Dec 21 
at ll. Marsden, W albrook. 

Brooke, Hy Dyson, Leadenhall Market, Poulterer. Pet Nov 22. Dec 21 
at 1. Selsby, Fen- -ct, Fenchurch-st. 

Clapham, Thos, Camberwell New-rd, out of business. 
Dec 21 at 12. Walker, Guildhall- chambers. 

Constable, Wm, John Story Gotts, and Geo Noble, Norwich, Coach- 
builders. Pet Nov 26. Dec 21 at2. Miller & Co, Norwich. 

Crighton, Jas, High-st, Whitechapel, out of business. Pet Nov 29, 
Dee 21 at 12. Dubois, Church- -passage, Gresham-st. 

Dobie, Robt Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 26. Dec 21 at 
ll. Wright, Chancery- lane. 

East, John, and John East, jun, St M ark’s-rd, Lancaster-rd, aera 
ton, Brickmakers, Pet Nov 30. Dec 21 at 1. Abbott, Mark-st, 
Prescott-st. 

Franks, Abraham, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 28 (for pau). 
Dec 21 at 11, Branwell, Scott’s-yd, Cannon-st. 

Glass, Geo Michael, Brandon-st, Walworth, Gelatine Manufacturer. 
Pet Noy 29. Dec 21 at 12. W etherfield, Moorgate-st. 

Gozinger, Friedrich, Gt Chapel-st, Westminster, Pork Butcher. Pet 
Nov 30. Decl5 at 2. Barrow, Cannon-st. 

Gregory, Thos, Reigate, Surrey, Draper. Pet Nov 29. Dec 21 at 12. 
Michael, Barge-yd, Buck!ersbury. 

Hearle, Saml P aramore, St Thomas-st, Islington, Advertising Agent. 
Pet Nov 26. Dec 2lat12. Walker & Son, Swithin’s-lane. 

Hebdon, Wm, Church-rd, Islington, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 21. Dec 
2lat2. Kersey, Adelaide-chambers, Gracechurch-st. 

Lamb, Wm, Clar Son-st, Bethnal-gn-rd, Railway Clerk. Pet Nov 29. 
Dec 15 at 2. Murr, Kennington-row. 

Layton, Albert, Guildford-st, Russell-sq, no employ. Pet Nov 22. Dec 
i9at il. Lumley & Lumley, Moorgate-st. 

McCabe, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 30. Dec 21 at 1. 
Atkinson, Quality- ct, Chancery-lane. 

Macklin, Albert, Belgrave-rd, St John’s- wood, Clerk. Pet Nov 28. Dec 
2lat12. Terrell & Co, Basinghall-st. 

Michell, Geo Joseph, High-st, Wandsworth, Butcher. Pet Nov 25. 
Dec 2! at 11. Silvester, Gt Dover-st. 

Missing, John, Rochester, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 30. 
Dec 15 at2. Fearon & Co, Gt George-st, Westminster. 

Paine, Ambrose, and Wm Jones, High-rd, Lee, Kent, Carpenters. Tet 
Nov 26. Dec lsat 2. Sheppard & Riley, Moorgate-st. 

Perry, Jas Hillert, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 29 (for pau). 
Dec 21 at 12, Hill, Basinghall-st. 


Mark-lane, Assurance Broker, 


Nov 18. 


Nov 24. Comp. 


Nov 25. Conv. 


Nov 7. Comp. Reg Dec 2. 
Nov ll. Asst. 


Dec 1. Conv. Reg 


Nov 14. 


Nov ll. Conv. Reg Dec 2. 


Pet Nov 29. 
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Samson, Edwin, Underhill, Wittersham, Kent, Labourer. Pet Nov 30 
Dee 21 atl. Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn, and Minters 
Folkestone. 

Samson, Fredk, Underhill, Wittersham, Kent, Labourer. 
Dec 21 at 1. 
Folkestone. 

Samson, Geo Haffenden, Underhill, Wittersham, Kent, Labourer. Pet 
Nov 30. Dec 2l atl. Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn, 
and Minter, Folkestone. 

Samson, John, Colchester, Essex, Carpenter. Pet Nov 30. Dec 2! at 
1. Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincolu’s-inn, and Minter, Folke- 


Pet Nov 30, 
Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn, and Minter, 


stone. 

Samson, Joseph, Folkestone, Kent, Accountant. Pet Nov 30. Dec 
2t atl. Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn, and Minter, 
Folkestone. 

Samson, Stephen, Underhill, Kent, Labourer. Pet Nov 30. Dec 
2t at 1. Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn, and Minter, 
Folkestone. 

Selby, Geo Wm Coleman, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Noy 29 (for 
pau). Dec 21 at2. Aldridge. 


Shafto, John Delaval, Villa-rd, Brixton-rd, Collector to the Iron and 


Citizen Steam-boat Companies. Pet Nov 28. Dec zl at ll. Hill, 
Basinghall-st. 
Shepherd, Edwd, Goswell-st, Clerk to a Warehouseman. Pet Nov 


29. Dec 21 at 12. Reed, Guildhall-chambers. 

Skeats, Edmund, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. 
tiatl. Aldridge. 

Sweetapple, Edwd, Whitchurch, Hants, Paper Manufacturer. Pet Novy 
22. Dec liatl. Pattison & Bradley, Southampton. 

Theobald, John, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Pet Noy 28. Dec 
2lat2. Duffield, Cornhill. 

Turner, James, Southorpe, Northampton, Farmer. Pet Nov 29. 
Dec li atl. Wright & Bonner, London-st, Fenchurch-st. 

Wade, George De Vins, Baldock, Herts, Scrivener. Pet Noy 21. 
Dec 2lat1, Venning & Co, Tokenhouse-yd. 

Williams, William, Whetstone, Middlesex, Fishmonger’s Assistant. 
Pet Nov 26, Dec li atl. Hembery, Staple-inn, Holborn. 

Wood, Robert, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 25 (for pau). 
Dec 21 at 12. Hill, Basinghall-st. 


Adj Noy 16. Dee 


Zealey, Thomas, Richardson-st, Bermondsey, Fellmonger. Pet Novy 
25. Dec 19 at 2. Peverley, Coleman-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Allison, Geo, Elwick, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 25. Hartlepool, 
c¢12at1!. Todd, Hartlepool. 


Armitage, John, Witton, nr Northwich, Chester, Grocer. Pet Nov 29. 
Lpool, Dee 19 at 11. Goldrick, Lpool. 

Benstead, John, New Sleaford, Joiner. 
ll. Maples, Nottingham. 

Biddles, Wm Orton, John Biddles, Wm Biddles, & Jas Biddles, Lei- 
cester, Boot and Shoe Manufacturers, Pet Nov 29, Nottingham, 
Deco 13 at 11. Chamberlain, Leicester. 

Binns, Thos, Nantwich, Chester, Timber Dealer. 
Dec }5 at 12. Welch & Burdett, Sandbach. 

sreakenridge, Wm, Hulme, Manch, House Painter. Pet Noy 29. Salford, 
Dec 17 at 9.30. Boote, Manch. 

Butchart, Daniel Wm, Wellingborough, Northamptoa, Shoe Upper 
Machinist. Pet Noy 20. Wellingborough, Dee 14 at 11. Cook, 
Wellingborough. 

Butcher, Geo, sen, Gun Barrel Borer. Pet Nov 23. Birm, Dec 19 at 10. 
Atkins, Birm. 

Claughton, Joshua, Pudsey, Calverley, York, Oil Dealer. Pet Nov 30. 
Leeds, Dec 19 at 11. Carr, Leeds. 

Coney, Thos Woris, Huddersfield, York, Manager of Livery Stables. 
Pet Nov 22. Huddersfield, Dec 19 at 10. Learoyd, Hudderstield. 
Cooper, Benj, and Bolton Baldwin, Padiham, Lancaster, Cotton Manu- 
facturers. Pet Nov 10. Manch, Dec l4at 12, Sale & Co, Manch. 
Cooper, Thos, Join Yates, and Ammon Khodes, Lees, ur Oldham, 
Lancaster, Cotton Spinners, Pet Noy 30, Manch, Dec 15 at 12. 

Sale & Co, Manch. 

Curtler, Hy, Droitwich, Worcester, Surgeon. Pet Nov 30. 
I4at12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Dawson, John, Litchurch, Derby, Greengrocer. 
Dec 13 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

Duckworth, John, Brierfield, Lancaster, Innkeeper. 
Manch, Dec 22 at 11, Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 
Duffy, Robt, Carlisle, Fruiterer. Pet Nov 23. Carlisle, Dec 14 at Il. 

Donald, Carlisle. 

Ewart, John Oscar, Lpoo!, Accountant. 
12, Husband, Lpool. 

Fell, Thos, Bingley, York, out of business. Bradford, 
Dec 13 at 10. Hill, Bradford. 

Firth, Joseph, jun, Kingston-upon-Hull, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Nov 29. Leeds, Dec l4at12. Bell, Hull. 
Gibson, Joseph, Tunstall, Stafford, Potter. 

Dec 17 at 11, Cooper, Tunstail. 
Gregg, Thomas, New Radford, Nottingham, Grocer. Pet Nov 28. 

Nottingham, Dee 21 at 11. Ashwell, Nottingham 

Harman, Henry, Swansea, Glamorganshire, Watchmaker. Pet Nov 

26. Swansea, Dec 19 at 2. Gunning, Bristol. 

Hogan, Edward, Huddersfield, York, Keeper Wine Butts Spirit Vaults. 

_ Pet Nov 4. Hudderstield, Dec 19 at 10. Dransfield, Huddersfield. 

Kemp, Robert, Fenny Stratford, Buckingham, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 

28. Newport Pagnell, Dec 12 at 3. Jones, Aylesbury. 

Lobley, Edwin, Morley, nr Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet Nov 29, 

Leeds, Dec 19 at 11. Harle, Leeds. 

Lomas, Matthew Wainwright, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Pet Nov 29, Ashton-under-Lyne, Dec 15 at 12. Swann, Manch. 
Marshall, Saml, Nottingham, out of business. Pet Noy 29. Notting- 

ham, Dec 21 at 11. Heathcote, Nottingham. 

Mearns, Walter Barron Robt, Oxford, Brewer. Pet Noy 9. Oxford, 

Dec 14 at 10. Thompson, Oxford. 

Mills, Hy, Cirencester, Gloucester, Painter. Pet Nov 29. Cirencester, 

Dec lt at 10. Ellett, Cirencester. 

Miners, Jas, Chacewater, Cornwall, Bootmaker. Pet Nov 2s. Truro, 

Dec 16 at 3 Stokes. 

Noble, Mark, Norwich. Adj Nov 17. Norwich, Dec 12 at 11. Chittock, 

Norwich, 


Pet Nov 29% Birm, Dee 13 at 


Pet Noy 30. Lpool, 





Lirm, Dee 
Pet Noy 22. Derby, 


Pet Nov 30, 


Pet Noy 29. Lpool, Dec 19 at 


Pet Nov 25, 


Pet Noy 29. Hanley, 
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| Pearson, Thos, Hulme, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Nov 30. 

| Salford, Dec 17 at 9.30. Swann, Manch. 

Perrymau, Geo, Braunton, Devon, Farmer. 
Dee 12 at 12. Bencraft, Barnstaple. 

Renwick, Wm, Hulme, Manch, Plasterer. 
17 at 9.30. Law, Manch, 

Roberts, Edwd, Openshaw, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Dec 13 at 11. Hulton, Salford. 

Senior, Saml, and Jonas Senior, Lockwood, Clog Iron Makers. Pet 
Nov 25, Huddersfield, Dec 19 at 10. Dangerfield, Huddersfield. 
Sheldon, Ebenezer, Birm, Journeyman Japanner. Pet Nov 23. Birm, 

Dec 19 at 10, Parry, Birm. 

Sheppard, Thos, Aston, Warwick, out of business, 
Dudley, Dec 16at 10. Parry, Birm. 

Simpson, Chas, Stafford, Fishmonger. 
atll. Tennant, Hanley. 

Stark, Robt, Devonport, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 29. Hast 
Stonehouse, Dec 14a6 11. Edmonds & Sons, Plymouth, 

Vosper, Fredk Bassett Jones Parker, Kingston, Portsmouth, out af 
business, Pet Nov 29. Portsmouth, Dee 17 at 11, Royle, Gt 
Marlborough-st. 

Walker, Matthew Saml, Wakefield, York, Fruit Merchant. Pot Noy 28. 
Leeds, Dee 19 at 11. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Williams, Mary, Earlswood, Glamorgan, Publican. Pet Nov 4. Neath, 
Jan l0at 10. Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 

Wilson, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hul!, Journeyman Printer. Pet Nov 29. 
Kingston-upon-Huill, Dee 17 at 12. Summers, Hull. 

Wise, Thos, sen, and 'Thos Wise, jun, Lancaster, Coachbuilders. Pet 
Nov 30, Manch, Dec 13 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Wood, Wm, Tunstall, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Nov 29. 
Watt, Salt, Tunstall. 


TueEspay, Dec. 6, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Alpe, Wm, Berwick-st, Eccleston-sq, Job Master, 
22 at ll. Hewitt, Nicholas-lanc. 
Bacon, Hy Geo, Waltham-cottages, Londonderry-rd, Camberwell, out 
of business. Pet Dec 2, Dec 21 at2. Miller & Co, Philpot-lane. 
Barnett, John Elsie, & Geo Dyson, Bow-lane, Woollen Warehousemen. 
eed Dec 2. Dec 23 at 11, Langford & Marsden, Friday-st, Cheap- 
side, 
Berry, Geo, Brimington-rd, Peckham, Solicitor's Clerk. Pet Nov 29. 
Pec 22 at 12, Harcourt, King’s Arms-yard. 

Bolding, Benj, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Novy 2 (for pau). Dee 
20 at2. Bramwell, Scott’s-yard, Cannon-st. 

Briggs, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dee 2. 
Ashley, Charles-sq, Hoxton. 

Chambers, John, Biggleswade, Bedford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 
1, Dec 20at12. Poole, Bartholomew-close. 

Collard, Albert John, Margate, Kent, Farmer. 
ll. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Cordes, Geo, Stratford, Essex, Wlitesmith. 
Spencer, Coleman-st-bidgs. 

Cotching, Ann, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Widow, 
" 22at1. Anderson & Stanford, Gt James-st. 
Deane, John Connellan, Ashford, nr Hornsey, Manager to a Public 

Company. Pet Dec 1. Dec 20at1l. Bailey & Co, Berners-st. 
Feaveryear, Geo, Essex-st, Islington, Butcher, Vet Dee 2. Dec 21 at 
2. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Hardiman, Thos, Trafalgar-ter, De Beauvoir Town, Plumber. Pet 
Dec 3. bee 22 at 12. Bramwell, Scott’s-yd, Bush-lane. 

Lancaster, John Eaton, St Paul’s-st, New North-rd, Milliner. Pet 

Decl, Dee 2lat 1. Wethertield, Moorgate-st. 

Lord, John Keast, Brunswick: ter, Camberwell. Naturalist aud Public 
Lecturer. Pet Decl. Dee 20at il. Davis, Golden-sq. 
Nicholls, Richd, Harefield, Middlesex, Baker. Pet Dee 3. 
2. Hand, Coleman:st. 

Oldfield, Samuel John Gore, Torriane-avenne, Camden-rd, Fishmon- 
ver. Pet Nov 30, Dec 22 at 12, Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
Phillips, Geo, Sydenham-ter, Clarendon-rd, Notting Hill, Assistant 
toa Cheesemonger. Pet Decl. Dec 20at 12. Bartley, Buckiers- 
bury. 
Pound, Matthew, Leather-lane, Holborn, Wholesale and Retail Che- 
mist. Pet Dec 2. Dec 2lat2. Van Sandan & Cumming, King-st, 

Cheapside. 
Rees, John, Moscow-rd, Bayswater, Prisoner for Debt, Loudon. Pet 

Dec 1 (for pau). Dec 20 at 12. Davies, Baring-st, New North-rd, 
Richardson, Fras, Beacon Mill, Benenden, Kent, Miller. Pet Dec 3. 
Dec 19 at ll. Parker & Co, St Paul’s-churchyard, Agents for Cave, 

Cranbrook. 
Shayler, Jas Thos, St John-st-rd, Clerkenwell, Furrier. Pet Dec 2. 
Dec 20 at 12. Morris, Southamptou-st, Chancery-lane. 

Smith, Arthur Hy Kent, Vinegar-yard, Drury-lane, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Pet Dec 2. Dec 21 at 2. Lawrance & Co, Oid Jewry- 
chambers. 

Spencer, Chas, Margaret-st, Cavendish-sy, Waiter. Pet Dec 1. Dee 

%2 at1l. Hill, Basinghall-st. ¥ 
Triggs, Geo, Apollo-bdgs, Walworth, Wholesale Boot Manufacturer. 
Pet Nov 80. Dec 20atl. Kinz, Queen-st, Cheapside. 
Wheeler, Wim. Cambridge-pl, Norfolk-sq, Tailor. Pet Nov 80. Dec 22 
at il, Peddell, Ironmonger-lane. 

Worth, Chas, Forest-hill, no occupation. 

Moss, Gracechurch-st. 


Pet Nov 29. Barnstaple, 
Pet Nov 20. Salford, Dee 


Pet Noy 21. Manch, 


Pet Nov 29. 


Pet Noy 20. Hanley, Deo 17 


Hanley, Dec 


Vet Nov 29. Dee 


Dec 20 at I. 


Pet Dec 2. Dec 19 at 


Pot Dee 1. Deo 20 att. 





Pet Dec 2. Dec 


Dec 20 at 


Pet Dec 2. Dec 22 at 12. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Baylis, Jas, Chester, Carver and Gilder, Pet Dec 1, 
at 10. Cartwright, Chester. 

Biddlecombe, John, Newport, Isle of Wight, Boot Maker. 
Newport, Dec 17 at 11. Joyce, Newport. 

Bird, Hy, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Boatman. Pet Dec 1. 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Dec 16 at 11, Dewes, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 
Blades, Robt, Pontefract, York, Journeyman Smith. Pet Dec 1. Pon- 
tefract, Dec 20 at 12, Harle, Leeds, 
Brennend, Mark, & Robt Whitaker, Rochdale, Lancaster, Flannel 
Manufacturers. Pet Nov 24. Manch, Dec 20 at 12, J & H Standring, 
Rochdale. 


Chalmers, Benj, Birm, Stamper and Piercer. 


Chester, Dee 9 


Pet Nov 30. 


Pet Nov 26, Birm, Dec 








19at 10. Parry, Burm. 
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Chester, ‘Thos, ‘St Se Sia, Sus Baker. 
Hastings, Dee 22atil. Langham & Son, H astings. 
Cockburn, David, Shieldfield, Provision Dealer. Pet Dec 1. 

castle, Dec 17 at 11. Joel, Newcastle- emg th ha 

eer Richd, Cleckheaton, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Pet Nov 

‘Leeds, Dec 19 at 11. Terry & Watson, Bradford, and Bond & 
pons Leeds, t 

Davies, David Morgan, Wednesbury, Stafford, Draper's Assistant. 
Pet Dec 2. Dudley, Dec 19 at 11. Foster, Birm. 

Deacon, Michael W ard, Manch, Linen Merchant. 
Dec 20 at 11. J HW& U M Tayler, Manch. 

Deakin, Saml, Birm, out of business. Pet Nov 30. 
Baker, Birm. 

Ewart, John, Leeds, Leeds, 
Granger, Leeds. 

Fenton, William, Cambridge, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Dec}, 
bridge, Dec 20 at 12.50. Whiteliead & French, Cambridge. 
Hall. John, Bury, Lancaster, Stonemason. Pet Dec 2. Bury, Dec 21 

at 9. Anderton, Bury. 

Hand, Wm Hudson, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet Dec2. 
Dec 17 at 12. Evans & Co, Lpool, and Johnson, Lancaster. 

Harvey, Henry, Hentland, Hereford, Butcher. Pet Nov 25. Ross, Dec 
lat 12. Minett, Koss. 

Hopwood, Hy, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer, Pet Dec | 
Dec 22 at 12. Taylor, Oldham. 

Hulme, David, Marehington, ur Uttoxeter, Stafford, Farmer. Pet Dec 
2, Birm, Dec 16 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm, and Flint, 
Uttoxeter. 

Johnson, Geo, Clay Cross, Derby, Grocer. 
Dec 20 at 11. Smith, Derby. 

Yotter, Jas, & Robt Potter, Lpool, Builders. 
20 at 11. Frodsham, Lpool. 

Price, Harriette, Kdgbaston, Birm, Schoolmistress. Pet Nov 30. Birm, 
Dec 19 at 19. Harrison & Wood, birm. 

Price, Mary Gunston, Bratton, Wilts, Farmer. 
Dec 16at 1. Bartrum, Bath 

Pyke, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Gardener. 
Dec 19 ut 2. Morris, Swansea. 

Ramsden, Nathaniel, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. 
bristol, Dec 16 at 12. 

Nay, Richd, Stoke-upon- ——, Stafford, Potter. Vet 
upon- “Trent, Dec t7at ll. E& A Tennant, Hanley. 

Reynolds, Wm, Kingsholm, Gloucester, Jronmonger. Pet Dec 2. 
Bristol, Dee 23 at Wright, Birm, and Press & Inskip. Bristol. 

Roberts, John, Witcham, Cambridge, Pig Jobber. Pet Nov 29, Ely, 
Dec 15 at (1. Vipan, St Ives. 

Robinson, Thos, Leigh, Essex, Innkeeper. 
Chelmsford, Dec 19 at 2. Wood, Rochford. 

Shaw, Edwin, Oldham, Operative Painter. Pet Dee |. 
22et12. Ascroft, Oldham 

Sherratt, Enoch, Burslem, Stafford, Clothier 
Deo 7 at tl, Salt, Tunstall. 

Siddall, Chas, Oldham, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. 
Manch. Dec 16 at 12. Boote, Manch. 

Smith, Is saac, Welverhampton, Stafford, Journeyman Locksnaith. Pet 
Nov Wolverhampton, Dec 19 at 12. Turner, Wolverhampton. 

Smith, Wm, Leominster, Hereford, Baker. Pet Dec 1. Leominster, 
Dec 21 at 2. Bedford, Leominster. 

Taylor, Chas, Pencomb, Hereford, Farmer. Vet Dec 3. 
at 12. Badham, Bromyard, and James & Griffin, Birm. 

Tomlinson, Kobt, Hinstock, Salop, Journeyman ‘Tailor. 
Market Drayton, Dec 20 at 10. Smaaliwood, Newport. 

Westerby, Edwd, Leicester, Hosier. Pet Dee 2. Birm, Dee 20 at U1, 
Chamberlain. Leicester. 

Whitney, Abraham, Olney, 


Pet “Dee Le 


New- 


Fet Dec 3. Manch, 
Birm, Dee 19 at 10. 
Dec 19 at Il. 


Surgeon. Pet Dec}. 


Cam- 
Lpool, 


Oldham, 


Pet Nov 29. Chestertield, 


Pet Nov 19. Lpool, Dec 


Pet Dec 1. Westbury, 


Pet Noy 26. Swansea, 


Adj Dee 3 (for pau). 


Dec 2. Stoke- 


Pet Nov 3 (for pau). 
Oldham, Dec 


Pet Dec 2. Hanley, 


Pet Dec 1. 


Birm, Dee 19 


Pet Dec 1. 


Buckingham, Comm Agent. Pet Dec 2. 

Newport Pagnall, Dec 19 at 3. Becke, Northampton, 

Williams, Thos, Wrexham, Denbigh, Br 
Pet Nov 24, Lypool, Dee 2) at 12. Eva 
& Owen, Wrexham. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNUULED. 
Tvespay, Dec. 6, 1864. 

on’s Hotel, Regent-st, Licer ised Vi 

enoaks, New Brompton, 


ek and Tile Manufacturer. 
Co, Lpool, and James 


+ w& 


Ablitt, John, ¢ 
Barrett, Wim, 
Oct 10. 
Bracher, Jas Hy, Tisbury 
Grain, John Peter, Cone 
Trenter, Alfred W my Reailw 
Vant, secant: Nile Ei 


T° SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best mad " article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis er sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOUN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Or lers above £2 sent carriage free 


Gl. ACK’S FENDER AND FIRE -IRON WARE- 
4) HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Tron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 84. 6d., with standards, superior 
Drawing-room ditto, M4s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handle. to take off, 18s. setot six. Table Knives and 
3 dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
lega int Papier Maché ditto, 25s the set. Teap 
with pl iated knob, 5s ide: i Coal Seutties, 2s.6d. A set of Kitchen U ten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 143, lus., and 18s. per dozen, White Bone Knive 
and s, 8s. $d. and l2s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, 


— Fa rm B iif. 
-st, Printer. 
Nov 30 


tp 
:d- rd, 


“Tailor. 





es 
All war- 


As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of kleciro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
xery, &c, May be had gratis or post free. Every articl: marked 1n plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Honse 
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Seouilnn.-Wiediennce Sat. Middlesex.—Excellent Family Mendes, with 
grounds and gardens of the most charming character, in all about 
twelve acres, the residence and property of the late Eimund Johnston, 
aes with posse ssion. —-Pretiminary Announcement. 

ESSRS. FOSTER respectfully announce they 
directed by the Executors to SELL by AUCTION, in LON- 

DON, early in the SPR ING (unless an acceptable offer should previously 

be made), BEAULIEU, a very desirable Freehold Residential Estate, 

agreeably situate near Winchmore-hiil, a pleasant nine-mile drive from 

Portland-place, one mile and a-half from a railway-station, and within a 

still nearer distance to another advertised to be shortly formed. The 

house is in excellent reyair, and possesses ample accommodation for a 

family of moderate numbers. The grounds and gardens are, for beauty 

of arrangement and luxuriant state, seldom equalled, and rarely ex- 
celled; in part skirted by the meanderings of the New River, and adorned 
with classic statuary, choice shrubs, and majestic timber. There are two 
large ¢ rvatories, an arboretum planted with rare and beautiful 
conifer, two vegetable gardens, with gardener’s cottage, orchard, home- 
stead, miniature park, and a secluded rock garden, with Gothic ruins, 
in all about twelve acres, with park palings fronting the high read. 

Beaulieu ccempletely realises its fuir name, and is in every way adapted 

for the abode of a lover of horticulture, or family desirous of enjoying the 

agrémens of a country residence within easy access of the metropotis. 
Particulars may be had of 
Messrs. JANSON, — & PEARSON, Solicitors, 4, Basinghall- 

street, E.C.. 1 
and of Messrs. FOST 
application from pring 
Kensington Park.— Desir bie semi-detache idence, in a complete s state 

of both decorative and substantial repair.—For occupation or invest - 
ment. 
4ESSRS. WEATHERALL & GREEN will 

4? ® SELL by AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S, Change-alley, Cornhill, 

cn FRIDAY, DECEMBER 16, at ONE precisely, the well-built and very 

commediously anged FAMILY RESIDENCE, No. 15, Ciarendon- 
road North, Kensington park, most pleasantly situate, immediately 
facing Elgiu-crescent, and within easy access of all parts of 
town, omnibuses passing the door, and the Notting-hill Station 
of the Metropolitan Railway being within a few minutes’ walk. 

It contains six bed and dressing-rcoms. handsome drawing-room, dining 

and breakfast rooms, and every domestic requirement, and is in a perfect 

state of repair, having been in the occupation «f the proprietor for some 
years ; held for a long term at a low ground. rent. 

y be viewed by cards only, which, with + articulars and conditions 
of sale may be obtained of Messrs. WEATHERALL & GREEN, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, No. 92, Chancery-lane, W.C, 

N.B—Messrs. WEATUERALL& GREEN will. on the same day. offer 
for sale. Twenty-five Freehold and Leasehold Honses, in nemerous Lots, 
situate in the Wandsworth-read, Southville, Chelsea. Clapham, and 

Camberwell; all let, and pr ng a total rental of about £740 per 

annum, 








(established 1544), appointed to take place the tirst 
‘Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Continzent Reversions to 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Assure 
ance, Advowsons, Next Presentation, Manorial Ris ghts, Rent ¢ sharges, 
Post Obit Bonds, Debentures, Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railw AVS, 
ae Companies, and other public undertakings for the present 


VI PR. MARSH begs to announce that his PERT. 
i ODICAL SALES (established in 1844), for the disposal of every 
lescription of the above-mentioned PROPEL take place on the 
first Thursday in each month throughout the ens year, as under :— 
i ad idition to the atove dates, Mr. Marsh also begs to announee that 
lowing days are appropriate 2d for the Sale of Freehold, Copyhold, 

ehold Proper 


Pentodical Saie 


Ss 

Ti rursday, December 15, 
Charlotte-row. Mansion house, Londe m, E.C, 

Periodical Sales of Absolute or Coi itinge nt Reversions to F anded or ‘other 
Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway, 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges, and 
all other de RANK of pre ent or prospective Property. 

R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice he ut his 
SALES for the year 1864 will take place at the CriION 
T, on the following days, viz.: 

Particulars ci properties intend ai for sale are requested to be forwarded 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 
auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, &c., 

ud printed cards of ter may be had. 
rATES AND HOUSES, Country and ‘Town 

Ed Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, _Hanting z Seats, Fishing 

and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &Sc.—Mr. JAMES BEAL’s REGIS'ER of 

the above, published on the tst of each month, forwarded per post, or 
may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars 
fo r insertion shou! be forwarded not later than the 2sch of each month, 


i ROOKS & SCHALLER (remov ed from Piccadilly). 

—The INDEX, printed page Y (first published in 1820), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot- 
ings and Fis hings, Farms, &c., to be LL E { or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles- 3t. James's, S.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Cinb, Particulars ; inserte 1 withont charze, bas for next 
public ‘ation must be forwart ded beiore the a th of each month. 


YLAC K Ss SILVE R “KB LE CT R r) PLA Lr E is a ‘a coat- 
iN ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King's, 

£nad £34 £814 £46. 
11 
1 


Tabie Forks, per doz.. Oandl 18 3 0 
Dessert ditto ... 
Table Spoons ..... 10 
Dessert ditto ....... 1 0 
Tea SpOOns .eceeseeeecees 

Every Article for the 


O and 1 138 0 
Oand!10 0 
012 Oand dO 18 
Table as in Silver. 
war ied on receipt of 20 stamps, 


2 
1 19 
A Sample Tea Spoon for 


d 
0 
9 Oand! 0 5 220 
0 
) 
9 
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Hegal and General Aife Assurance Society, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, EU. 








Tur Riont Hoy. Sim THOMAS ERSKINE. 

Taz Ricur Hon. Stir J. L. KNIGHT BRUCE, Lord Justice, 
Tue Hon. Sin WILLIAM PAGE WOOD, Vice-Chancellor. 
Tus Hon. Mx. JUSTICE WILLIAMS, 


AUSTIN, CHARLES, Esq., QC. 
BEAUMONT, JAMES, Esq. 
BIGG, EDWARD SMITH, Esq. 
BOLTON, JOIN HENRY, Esq. 
BRODERIP, FRANCIS, Esq. 
BRUCE, The Lord Justice SIR J. L. KNIGHT, 
CHANNELL, The Hon. Mr. BARON. 
CHICHESTER, J. H. R., Esq. 

COOKSON, WILLIAM STRICKLAND, Esq. 
DUGMORE, WILLIAM, Esq., Q.C. 
EVANS, JOHN, Esq., Q.C. 
FOLLETT, ROBERT BAYLY, Es4,, 






‘Taxing Master in Chancery. 


TRUSTEES, 





Tue Hon. Siz GEORGE ROSE, 

KENYON STEVENS PARKER, Esq., Q.C., Examiner in Chancery, 
EDWARD SMITH BIGG, Esq. J 

ROBERT BAYLY FOLLETT, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery. 





DIRECTORS, ey 


FRERE, BARTLE JOUN LAURIE, Esq. 
GOULBURN, Mr. Serjeant. 

LAMB, GEORGE, Esq. 

LEMAN, JAMES, Esq. 

PARKER, KENYON S., Esq., Q.C. 
PEMBERTON, EDWARD LEIGH, Esq. 
RIDDELL, Sir WALTER BUCHANAN, Eaq, 
ROSE, The Hon. SIR GEORGE. 
SCADDING, EDWIN WARD, Esq. 
SMITH, MONTAGUE, Esq., Q.C., M.P. 
TILSON, THOMAS, Esq. 





Capital invested in the names of the Trustees +e 


Share Capital oe oe os os oo 


Less, paid up and included in the above sum 


Annual Income from Investments and Premiums (increasing yearly) 


Total Sum assured by existing Policies oo os 
Total Reversionary Bonus added thereto .. o 
Claims paid on Policies oo ee ee oe 
Bonus paid to Policy-holders on oe oo o 


+ £1,318,184 


" £1,000,000 

oo " 160,935 
—_—- 839,065 
“ * 165,000 
a ““ on «» 3,513,069 
“ . 425,000 
“ - a * 941,012 
a ” an 176,890 





No extra Premium required for residence in any part of the world distant more than 33 degrees from the Equator. 

Whole World Policies granted on payment of a single extra Premium of Ten Shillings per cent, when the Directors are 
eatistied that the Life Assured is at the time within the limits allowed by the ordinary Policies of the Society, and has then no intention of going beyond 
them, and that his occupations are not lively to lead him beyond them, or to be more than ordinarily hazardous, 


Policies protected from dispute. 


The age of the perso Assured, an] other necessary particulars, admitted at the time of issuing the Policy. 


Four-fifths, or &0 per cent , of the Profits alivited to the Assured every fifth year, 


SPECIMEN OF BONUS ADDED TO POLICIES, 














No. of Policy. Amount Assured. Bonus Paid. 
£ £ 

982 5,000 1,224 
1,558 5,000 1,157 
6 5,000 1,693 

941 2,500 771 
646 5,000 1,742 
13 5,000 2,091 
831 5,000 1,433 
870 4,000 1,438 
643 3,000 1,149 
2,871 5,000 907 
2,007 5,000 1,180 
1,751 1,000 318 
309 5,000 1,899 


Year of Death. Age when Assured, 
Years, 
1857 40 
1857 45 
1857 44 
1858 63 
1858 54 
1859 6 
1860 37 
1860 50 
1860 57 
1861 26 
1862 36 
1862 43 
1862 40 























The Bonus may, at the option of the Assured, be applied in reduction of annual premiums, which have been thereby reduced 25 per cent., or 


wurrendered for a cash payment. 


No loss of Bonus in case of death before the division of profits, a Bonus being paid for each year since the last division, at the rate of the last 


Bouus, 


Louns granted to the full surrender value of the Policies without charge, except for the stamp-duty of 2s. 6d. per cent. 
Forms of Proposal, and all further information, including a copy of tle Society’s Accounts, to be had on application by letter, or in person to 


JOHN NETTLETON, Seeretary, 
10, Fleet-street, London. 





